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'An Exerciration 


UPON A 


MOMENTOUS QUESTION 
| * Divinity, and Gf of Conſcience : 


Vi& 
Whether it be lawfull for any Perſon to AG cantrary to the 
Opinion of his own Conſcience, formed from Argu= 


ments that to him appear very Probable, though not 
Neceſlary-or Demonſtrative. 


WHERE 


The 0pinions of the Papiſts, Vaſquez, Sanches, Azo* 
ninus, &c. are ſhewed, as alſo. the Opinions of ſome 
Proteſtants, viz. Mr. Hooker, B? Sanderſon, Dr. Fulwoed,&c. 
and compared with'the Opinions of others; The Negative 
Part of the Queſtion Maintained ; the Vnreaſonableneſs of 
the Popiſh Opinions, and ſome Proteſtants, for Blind Obedi- 
ence, art apd many other things diſcourſed, 


: "By a Profle, | Ze Clog 


— -— - RG... 


7 "_ 


Cum ergo Opinionem w-lquam, nonod aſſenſan oh-al 3d ob Cauſes Proba- 

biles, pro veri habes, obligatits E9.7m Co tre eam azas, licet 

| Supertores alind a te extgant aanec gh verleregdudiac z; Ofc, Baldvi- 
| nus in Caf. Conf. 1. 1. cap: ; 

Ve 2 wy fit contra pouch oe peccatiim #7.) ſcieryq et Zrrans, 


| ve Opinans, five « .... .Ajnfty” ata; Al... .., Ine ah Col. -,.2. 
| ; am licet contr a propriam”Opimionem, vel. certam wel probabilem agere, 


ter aliorum Anthoritatem. Ames in Caf. l I oye $e 


LONDON, | 


- Printed 1a the Year, 167 5. 


Chriſtian and Proteſtant READER. 


Reader, 


Hou canſt not but think we have been a 
little ſenſible of the many Attacques, have 
been made upon our Reputation 1n the ſight 

of the World, repreſenting us as perſons hardened 
with Prejudice, blinded with Paſſion, biaſſed by ſome 
falſe, yet plauſible Principles which we muſt not recant,, 
Men who have nothing to ſay for our ſelves, fa&i-- 
ons, ſeditious, ungovernable, fit for Gallies, &c, In- 
ſomuch as a late Author tells his Lord, That all the- 
Saying and Writing in the World concerning us, 
will be to no purpoſe; (nor indeed will it, if 1t be 
no more zervoxs than any thing we ſee in his Book,): . 
for as to his two Caſes, he firſt ſuppoſeth, That we 
judge the things required of ws lawfull, ( is not this 
Noble difputing, to Begg the 2xeſtion ? ) we would 


fain have him name us one Nox-con. of that mind : 
But it was not enough for him to begg it once, but 
in his Caſe of Scandal, he beggs again 3 That thoſe- 
who urge Scandal as an Argument,underſtand by it, 
only Grieving or diſpleaſing ſome. Moſt ridiculous !” 
Can he ſhew us any No#-con. that ever faid, That: 


A. 2. in— 


og 


indeed he judged the thing Lawfull, but becauſe ſome 
People would be grieved or angred, therefore he would 
not Conform. . Ad Populum phaleras. It istrue, the 
Argument from Scandal 1s. ſometimes uſed, but al- 
wayes in that Sence wherein himſelf judgeth it 
good ; That is, becauſe by our doing of it, ſuppoſing 
any of us do think ſore thing lawfull, yet fhould we 
doe it, we ſhould be occaſion of ſin to others, probably 
inducing them to doe it, who judge it unlawfull. But 
the truth is, take the Argument in this ſence, it is 
not valuable, not one of us of a thouſand thinks 
the things required, Lawfull; for thoſe that do ſo, 
we ſhould adviſe them, to contemn the Scandal, 
becauſe of the Superiours Command. In his Second 
Caſe he quits himſelf as well, for he beggs again the 
Dneſtion : That the ſufſering Nonconformifts would 
grant him, that they do not judge they ſuffer in the 
Exerciſe - of True Religion; that 1s ſurely, that they 
may not preſumptuouſly ſin againſt God. Indeed here 
he endeavours to prove it by a ſeries of Propoſitions, 


but there he pititully beggs both his 5* Concluſtor, 


and his 6; upon which two all the reſt hang. 
For though it be granted, that it belongs to the 
Magiſtrate, to determine Circumſtances in the Wor- 
ſhip of God, i. e. Circumſtances of Action, quatenws 
an humane aFion, whether neceſſary to it, as Time 
and Place 3 or convenient for it, and decent, i. e. ma- 
nifeſtly ſo, from the Light of Nature, and the anj- 
verſal Guiſe and Cuſtom of the place: Yet the Nox- 
conformiſts never yielded any Power under Heaven, 
a Right to appoint Ceremonies, i. e. Circumſtances 
appropriated to the Action as Religiows ; theſe they 
ray; (contrary to his third Concluſion,) are deter» 
wrined in Scripture, or if not, wy be left to kk 

| | con- 


F 


ot 


. þ. <\ Enron 
Polleſs but people of the Brutiſhnels of this Opt- 


|  Tothe Reader. 
(contrary to his fourth Concluſion. ) Thus Reader, 


| Judge how fairly we are dealt with. One writes 


like a Bed/amr, and railslike a Female out of Billings 
gate, inſtead of arguing z another comes out like 4 
man of Warr, but will not fight, unleſs we will firſt 
lay down our Arms, grant him the things are law- 
Full, and then he will crow over us at an inſuſſerable 
rate. Tis time to put an end to theſe things 3 we 
have therefore thought fit, To revoke this whole 
Controverſie toan Original Pueſtion ; 

Whether it be lawfull to a@& againſt an Opining 

Conſcience ? 

If our Brethren will agree with us in the Negat7ve, 
we will joyn Iſſue with them there, Whether we 
have not probable Arguments to induce ws, to conclude 
the things required of us, unlawful ; or at leaſtto ſup- 
ply what in this point is defeive. For we think 
we need ask our liberty for no longer time than, till 
Cotton, Ames, Gilleſpy, Caldirmool” Bradſhaw, and 
forty more be anſwered. If theſe Eager Gentle-. 
men, be Men, and Scholars, let them come- forth, 
leave railing, and miſrepreſenting our Opinions, and 
take them as we ſtate them, and anſwer ftrictly., If 
not, Silence would tend more to their reputation 
amongſt all intelligent perſons, ' than ſuch imperti- 
nent Scriblings. | ks 

We have been more willing to ſpeak to_this Que- 
ton, ' becauſe it is the very Foundation of Popery, 
(fo much feared.) der FO Tip.» 

That it is lawfull for men to a contrary to the 

' Opinions of their own,Conſciences, if other DoFors 

think it lawfull and-neceſſary, if Superiours com- 


non, 


ot er. 


nion, and you have done more to barre out Popery, 
than confuting twenty, of their particular. Opini- 
ons, which are but Superſtruttures upon'this Foun- 
dation. 'Tis obliging men to Believe as the Church 
believes, and to doe all they are commanded by Fccle- 
fiaſtical Snperiours, without diſputing with, or heark- 
ning to their own Judgements, that muſt. bring Po- 
pery into any Nation, ſo full of Knowledge as Eng- 
land 1s, if ever it comes on. Other things indeed 
may bring 1n Perſecution, but not Popery; and that 
Perſecution will not be of many dayes. Seeing there- 
fore the Author of the Caſes of Scandal and Per (c- 
cation thought it worthy of him, to lay afide his 
thoughts of writing againſt the Papiſts, as he tells 
us, p. 3- of his IntroduGion, to ſpeak againſt Now- 
conformiſts, (and that, when he had no more to ſay 
than that Book hath,) and that upon the advice of 
ſo grave a Perſon as B* Sanderſon, (whom we reve- 
rence, as better underſtanding his Learning, and 
candid ſtating Queſtions, and judicious ſpeaking to 
them. ) We hope we ſhall be excuſed in our Ad- 
venture to ſpeak to a Queſtion, which while it offers 
ſomething in our own detence,doth manifeſtly ſtrike 
at the very root and Foundation of the-Popiſh Reli- 
gion, Which almoſt wholly owes it ſelf to Blid 0be- 
dience. Reader, we ſhall not complement thee 2: 
Read, acquit or condemn us, as thou ſeeſt cauſe, 
upon weighing what we ſay, and- judge what is 
apainſt us, preter merum imperinm & convitia. * ' 


Whether 


Wo: 
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Whether it be. lawful to a&t contrary 
to an Opining Conſcience © 


CHAP. I. 


The Queſtion ſhortly ſtated. The terms | Conſcience, ] and 
. [Opining] opened : The Various complexions of Con= 
' ſcience; ariſing from the different mediums by.which 

ht fhines into a ſoul about a PraFical Propoſition. 

*The terms of Faith, Science, Opinion, Doubting, 

Suſpition, Scruple, opened. The true notion of a 
Fixed Conſcience, an Opining Conſcience, a doubt- 
. Ing, aud a Scrupulons Conſcience, ” The Schoolmens 
Notion of - an Opinion. ka pry fully ſtated. 


* The method propounded for handling it. 
bout finning againſtGodgs man can att contrary ta 
1 the diltate of, his own. Conſcience, though buz.Ops- 

%ng. By Conſcience, not totrouble our Reader with the va- 

rious Notions, and Fomenymes of; it ; which have little re- 

lation to our intended diſcourſe: we mean, That Fudgement 


i matt by which he determineth concerning good or evil, 4s it 
relateth 


aKeeT. 
He quelticn is ſhortly. and plainly this, - Whether 
WH 


as. © > — 


. relateth to prattice, according to the Diltate of Natural, op 


enlightened Reaſon, We think it well deſcribed by the 
Schoolmen, Fudicium quo _— bonum eſſe vel malum judic a- 
ww. | Sanches, in Op. mor. lib. 1. cap. 9.1. Reaſon is'a no- 
ble faculty in man, by which he diſcourſeth Concluſions from 
Principles; and theſe either Connate or Natural, Or acqui- 
red from exerciſe, reading and cbmparing things, with things, 
Now the work of Reaſon is, when a prattical Propoſition is ex- 


hibited to it,to fit as a Judge upon it,*nquiring either uporthe* 


Truth or faiſhod of it, by cotaparing it- with thefe Principles, 
hence it maketh up a Fudgement-whether the Propoſition be 
true or falſe, good or bad, This Judgment Divines call F- 


dicium ſinoulare : or Fudicium conſcientie prafticum, The 


Fudgment of Conſcience, or Conſcience Hit. | 

Sec. 2. This Judgment is made. Up byKertain Medinms, 
or arguments, which do notin all caſes, ſhine with the like 
degree of light upon the ſoul : for as there is a difference in 
Propoſitions, ſome are Tre, ſome are falſe ; of thoſe which 
are, ſome are neceſſarily ſo : Soasit is impoſſible they ſhould 
be falſe. Some arc contingently ſo, which are true, but zt is poſ- 
fible they may be, or might have been falſe; as now That 
God is good, is a Propoſition neceſſarily true. That Peter 
was good is true, but-no more than contrngently ſo, for he 
was bad : So there is likewiſe a great difference in the 
minds affent to Propoſitions ; ſome it agrees to, ſome it de- 
nieth, Of thoſe to which it agreeth, There. are'ſome to 
which it agreeth firmly, and fixedly, withoux the leaſt doubt 
of them. Now theſe are either ſuch as are ' Propoſutions: of 
faith, being things plainly revealed in theword of God : or, 
Matters evident to ſenſe. Thus every man will agree the 
fire ts hot, and that the Sun ſhines at no0n-day : or elſe ſuch, 
which have a certain cauſe of their truth, which we can ſee. 
The Aﬀent of the mind'to the firſt is called'Faith; Which, is 
the minds aſſent tothe truth of a Propoſition, *upox the authe- 
rity-of God revealing it,” . The Aﬀent of themind to thetwo 
hatter is called Science,” Now there are” other Propoſitions, 


for which the ſoul can have no ſuch Aediwms as theſe todif-- 


» we; Ms" rewrtns Ags ca © 
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cern them by, But ether, ſome Humane Authority, or ſome 
probable Reaſon, The Afent which the mind giveth upon: 
either of theſe -actounts is called Opinion, which is but the © 
Fadgement of Conſcience, from probable Arguments, uſually 
called araleFick a#guments, for there are not many things 
capable of demonitration.. | 


F. 3.. Hence-the certiinty of the Mind, as to the Truth; 
er Fal{hood' of any propoſition, is, 1. Either Supernataral,. 
from-Divinec Revelation ; or 2. Natzra!, from the Evicence. 
of Senſe, or Demonſtration; or 3. Moral, from probable 
Authurity or Ar:uments, But now in regard of the differing 
Force of Arguments, and-the variety of them, for, or a- 
gainlit the ſame propoſition: This afſent is capable of vari- 
ous degrecs, and. may variouſly. be incumbred, A. Chriſtian 
may give ſome Credit to a propoſition, yet have ſome ſcru-- 
ples about it (which. like little ſtones in the ſhooe, from whence: 
the term is borrowed) _ trouble his Practice: Or may 
have ſome doxbrs whether the thing be true or no: Orl may 
have en Opinion, that is, verily judge the thing to beſo, or. 
not fo.. V1 


S$. 4. The Philoſopher tells us, that in Moral things, a: 
Moral certainty is enough to Act upon; and indeed it muft 
be ſo, for as to molt things of particular practice, we can, 
neither be Natarally nor 'Skpernaturally aſcertained; Not. 
Natiirally, becaufe we cannot ſee, the certain Cauſes. Not 
Supernaturally,. for it had been impoſſible that God's Word: 
thould have ſet every individual Mana particular Rule for 
every individual Action, In theſe Caſes therefore (as. we. 
ſaid ) a Moral certainty is ground'enough for Action, which 
is; or may. be conſiſtent with ſome Scruples or Fears,, For 
Example, ſuppoſe this theQueſtion.'' ©. © 

| Whether _ be fit 10. Receive the Supper of the: 
EIx3 _ - Lor FR " 

It may behe cannot fully ſatisfie himſelf, but he may have: 

foe fears, and —_ and Scruples, of the —— 


wm CT 


n:\s of which, he can give himſelf no very good Account; 
but yet he finds ſo much ground to conclude he is, that he is 
Morally certain. In this caſc he is bound notto omit it. Syp- 
poſe one ſick of a Quinſie, or Plexriſie, or fome other Di- 
ſeaſe, uſually Mortal without timely Biceding, and applica- 
tionof means: He is not Mathemarically, or Demonſtra- 
1:vely certain, that he ſhall dye, if he doth not uſe ſuch means, 
(his Natural iirength may Conquer it) but he may be Aoral- 
ly certain, and ſo Obliged to Act, Whether a Man may be 
ſaid to know, that of which he is onely orally certain, is a 
little YVelitation among Critical Philoſophers. Ariſotle tells 
us, that what falleth under Screxce, conſidered as an Habit 
of the Mind , muſt be ſomething demonltrable, but this is 
onely a itrife about words, 


$. 5. Much in the preſent Debate,depending upon the term 


.Opining, the fixing of the true Notion of an Opinion, or at 


leaſt, ſuch a one as we underſtand in the Queſtion is of great 
Conſcquence. Ir is ſometimes uſed to ſignifie a ſydder and 
raſh aſſent of the Underſtanding to 4 propoſition, But in this 
ſence, we have nothing to do with it. 2. Jt & taken for the 
aſſent of the Mind to one part of a propoſition as true, yet not 
without fear of being miſtaken, 3. But Thirdly ( in which 
ſenceweuſcit,) It is alſo taken to ſignific che Souls aſſent ro 
4 propoſition pon probable Arguments. That is ſuch Argu- 
mehts as - not PRE {oe thing w. the Soul, ſoas to 
put it out of all poſhbility ok doubting, but, make it r 
te like to be UE. Probatils ef ++ quum —— 
mayis tamen videtyr eſſe verum vel falſum, ſaiththe Logician, 
Aquinas, inhis Summs, Qs. 1. Art. 4, Deſcribes an Opi- 
dn accordingto the Second Notion, thus, . .  . 

1s AEM. pDRes £1 ck be, Underanding,inclining 
*-* "80 one part of 4 ContFadttion, net. without a fear 
\ x. ... of the Truth of theother pars. 

V alentia (as he is quoted by Saxchez, Op. Afor. 1. r.c.9.) 

A 


will allow no Manany longgr:to, keep: within the-J;atitudg of 
a ron than ld Feat Hel, tr alborgh 
Fo " 1 at 


mY ” 
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' fo an Opining Conſcience. 5 
hath probable Reaſons to judge this, or that Lawful, or un- 
lawful, yet ahcy are not ſuch; but (if he could hit on it ) 
mighc be Anſwered by himſelf, 'or fome other : But yer ne1- 
ther Sanchez, nor Yaſquez., nor Azorius- wiil gyow this 
{treightned Notion of an Opinion, though we canaot ſee bow 
they will avoid ir, till they put [c#m formidane alteriues | out 
of thcir own Deicriptions, for what thould he who openeth 
be afraid of, but that bi; Arguments are Anſwerable ?- So as 
in effect they all agree, Tonar a Man perfwaded upon proba- 
ble Arguments; of the Liwfulneſs,. or Unlawtulneſs of. a 
th ng, no longer Opincth; t'1an he_feareth his own Reaſons 
may be Anſwered, Bur to is, Be ze ſo, or ſo, it..s all a cafe; 
we call that an Qpinion, which is. The Aſſet of the Mind to 
a Propsſttiun upon Arguments, not Demonſtrakly, but Probas- 
bly cerrarn.” * And'we "have: here the Adyantage; for if we 
prove it not Liwful to'act again an Opining Conſcigice ig: 
th2ir ſcnce,, they Will yield it much more Unlawful to att a-: 
S2inktan OpiningConſcience in this fence, which with them. 
1s a fixed Coneronces either in good of ev/, And that, it is. 
unlawful to aC againit ſuch a Conſcience: 'Yaſquez'isq-conr 
fident;' tharhe Diſputeth againit- Almainm, and Andreas de: 
Caſt a, yi jad, referved unto God a Liberty to- diſpenſe: 
with a'Man ding againlt a fixed Canſcience,ſo as that a Man. 
may do it withour,guilt; ,and contends, That God binſe/f can- 
not diffien with ic, becaiiſe it is an atting againſt. the Law of. 
Nats elletin12, Dip.01, Cares 


©'S, 6," Th&e"Ire { beſides: Qpinion ] ſome-gther terms, 
Diyings a Natice of : Sſpizzong, which pap the 
Jealoufie of theMind,” or'ſame light Inclination to- one part, 
yet withouban' Aﬀent, Agar» makes it the Younger Daughr 
ter of an Opinion,. and calls itan Opinion with a very. {zghe 


Evidence... Doubting is anather, which they. the Pen- 
Anal bf vie Min | bs "to HeLa Pos Ie Ui 
ricfs'of a thing after Debate. Now, frm this variety of 
Propoſitions, and'the yatiety of. Medinms, through." Lich 
a'Idtir comes. iito our Minds,- diſcovering the Truth,, or 

t B2 Falſhoodi 
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Whether it be Lawful to af Contrary © 


. fibly they may 


Falſhood of them, and the variety of our aſſent conſequent 
to ſuch Mediums, ariſe the various Notions of a fixed Conſci- 
ence. © A Doubting Conſcience, An Opining Conſcience, 
A Scrupulow Conſcience, Theſe are but the ſeveral 
CompleMons of Conſcience, cauſed from the variety or de- 
gree of that Light in which it ſeeth a Propoſition as true or 
talſe. : 

$. 7. If the Matter in Queſtion be of that Nature, that 
it thinks it can find a plain, and particular Evidence for it in 
Scripture, or can judge of it by the certain Evidence of ſence, 
or ſccitin the certain Cauſes, the Conſcience is fixed, either 
truly, or erreneouſly; and (as to this thing) beareth the 
Name of a fixed, Good, or Erroneoxs Conſcience, asit is, or 
is not deccived in its apprehenſion of the Medium. If the 
Matter of the Propoſition, . or that part to which the Soul ad- 
hereth, be of that Nature, that the Soul cannot find a plain 


Revelation in Scripture, nor diſcern it by ſenſe, nor ſee it in _ 


the certain neceſſary Cauſes, but hath many probable Argu- 
ments, rather for the one part than the other : Whether it 
thinks theſe Arguments Anſwerable or no, or thinks that pol- 
 Anſwerable, but as yet it can ſee no Anſwer 
to them which it judgeth ſufficient; this now is an Opining 
Conſcience, 1f the Mind be. equally ballanced on both ſides 
with Arguments, that it hath as mych to ſay why ſucha thing 
ſhould be Lawful, as why it ſhould be unlawful, or unlaw- 
ful, as Lawful; this is now a Doubring Conſcience, and rarely 
happeneth to a knowing and intelligent Soul.” -If the'Soul be 
afraid, that this ar that is noe. Lawfl,. or fancieth. that ſuch a 
thing is Lawful, but hath none, or if any very light Reaſons 
for it, poſſibly ſuch or ſuch Men ſay ſo, or ſuch or ſuchMen 
do'it, or dy it not; this is a Suſp:tioms, or Scrupulons Con- 
ſerente. | ES RN F 


are infinite ropes jons tobe weighed 3 Godhath hungupa 
Beam, called T fnce, in every: individual Soul, in Order 
to the weighing of them ;; upon this Beam is written, x Theſ.. 
4 oy a a NT LL ILAC p62 - 03. w 0554 GESISCD G55 62 '$. 
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$: 8. 1n ffiort, in Order to'a Man's ſpotleſs walking, There 
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fo au Opining Conſcience. ©. * 7 
5.21. PROVE ALL THINGS, hold faſt that which 
i good, The Weights which God hath allowed us to weigh 
things by, are, Divine Revelation, Demonltrations, Evi- 
dence of Sence, Topicks or more probable Logical Argu- 
ments, made up from Logical places, and Conclufions for- 
med from the comparing of Rational and Spiritual things 
*tis Evident, with Rational or Spiritual things more Evident ; 
whenany of theſe fully weigh down the Souls aflent,. there's 
a Fixed Conſcience : When they equally incline the Balance 
one way, or anotker, there is a Doubtinf Conſcience, When 
they frongly incline the Soul more one way than another , 
ther's an Opining Conſcience, When they cauſe a very light 
inclination of the Soul to one part rather than. to the other , 
there is a Suſpitions,or a Scrupulous Conſcience; 


in al-the other Circumltances, there have many. Queſtions. 
hebiiaeted, 22 tothe Truth in whie the World 

rom being Univerſally -agreed, 4 Whether a Man may Att, 
againſt a Conſtience fixedin an Error, is a. Queltion\ſpoken 
to- by ole. Sebooſ wer god Coſuiſts, ' Itis uſually ſajd, that 
hdr: kg igare non Obligare- It is no! 
buſineſs to. .diſgute, bow. well that diltunctign, C Qrdy 
Fither'd Dn es. YR wks | A, Fol OY 


nj. 13. 0! but Not, xe- 
member, we ever met with any; Deliberate, Diyine,, thay 
would fir, Thy in-aſe # Man wrre fall (ohongh folly 


"per- . 


on 
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8 _ Whether it be Liwfdl Po FG Contrary 
perſwaded) rhar this or that Ab was unlawful to by done ,yes 


he might 'Lawful y do it, indeed (if the thing be a 
necellary nw BC heftanerh Uk not doing it, Yaſquez faith, 
it is againſt the very Law of Nature, Sanchez, ſaith, that 
although the Law of God be the primary Rule, yer every mans 
Conſcience ts the proximate Rule of his Altions, and therefore 
be cannot Ait againſtit, Dr. Ames ſaith, That be who doth 
i Interpretatively, ſins againft God: , For he mutt necds do 
contrary to what he believeth to'be the wilt of God. £ilia- 
cos. traft, 21, 21, Qu.c. 4. (with, That be which doth it deth' 
that which he thinketh jo be ſfin'* Aid, ſaith he, hos oſs anat' 
peccatum, by this th.ng he thewerh he loveth to fin, aid chu-' 
tech flu, Butthis is not our Queition: We ſuppoſe a Man: 
not to be fully and demonlirably perfwaded, that this orthat' 
Attion is unlawful, but onely upon Arguments, which ſegm 
to him very probable, verily 10 believe it is unlawful, and 
Query whether, While he ſo belicycth Ke can'do that thing.” 
And this Queſtion divideth it felf, according to the different 
Notion of an Opinion which we, before hf af viz. Whether 
a Man thus prrſwaded A the untenfulieſs of of an Ae, of 


; Arguments indeed,” not 'd: ative, but 4 # he ket, 
_—_ probable, andhich þ -b& mfelf fargw: 0 Jo nite 


he think others thn * fe yer, becdnſth ol ciples are 


not Supetnaturally, or Aathewatically | ade c rain to bim, 
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to 41 Obinine Conſcience. '9 
and Jealoyſic that-this part of the propoſition is falſe, and bi 
Arguments Anſwerable,; effentiat to an Opinion, conclude, 
that a Soul perſwaded, though but upnn probable Arguments 
(if it hath no ſuch ms, wry Jealouſie, to have a fixed 
Conſcience, and though fixed in an Error, yet conclude it ' 
utterly onlawful for a Man to Att againſt it, But if there be 
in any Soul any fear, ſuſpition, - or-Jealonſie, that'its 'Argn.- 
ments may be Anſwered, then-they' conclude the Soul \but 
Opining, and do indeed d:ſpnte for. a 'Lawfulneſs'to-Act a- 
ainſt it, though under ſeveral Cautions and limitations, At - 
this rebound therefore we will gake the Queſtion, and itate it 
thus. 

Queſt, Whether, ſuppoſing 4 Man or Woman not Demon- 
ftrably perſwaded, that this or that Altion is unlawful, 
| but from arguments, which to him or her- appear very pro- 
bable, verily believing ſo, yet not without ſome Fealouſie, 
« Fear, or Suſpition that be may be miſtaken, and his ar- 
. £uments,may be anſwered : may,whileshe this believes, do 
that:thing sn Qbedience to Men, which 1n this manner be 

; judgeth fonfnl and wlewful to.be done. ..' $27 


nog þ | "ky OGE 2.81314 rr} *-+ 
For the clearer handling of this momentous, and impor- 
tant Qpotions, log gry al _— jg | 
I. Wast Dovines. orts, , r Popijh,or Proteſtant, 
have determined wm £4/e andaupon Chak rake? o 4 
_ 2. We ſhall endecumer to: eefynd the. (Negative part of the 
ny; | proving utes ; for any to att contrary to che 
judgment of gheir| own |C onferencys, rhough that Fudament be 
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C HA P." 1. 


The Opinions of Popiſh School-men, and Caſuiſts in the 
Caſe particularly of Vaſquez, Sanchez Medina, Fi- 
liucius, Azorius. Their Monſtrous Afertions, what 
they make mecefſary to make an Opinion probable. 
The Opinion of one Dottor atcording to thetn ſuffi- 
cient to warrant Men to' At conteary to their own 
Opinions. Their Opintons what a Man onght to do, 
when Superionrs Command Tnferiours, what the In- 
feriours judge unlawful. The 7 Mir of their deteſta- 
Lle DoGrine. 


g. 1, will begin with the Popiſh Authors. Yaſ- 

V quez, tells us, that the Queltion is not , 'Whe- 
ther a Man onght not to. follow the Judgment" of bis own 'Con- 
feience, or could att againſt it, but when' it:happeneth, that 
there are two oppoſite Opinions about a thing to be done: 
One ſaying, it is aſin todoit; another ſaith, itis not: The 
difficulty s, ſaith he, how a Man ſhould carry bitſelf betwixo 


then, ſo as to form. up 4 ſingular '7, m of Conſcience, 


a4p."2. So then the" Jefuite- ('it-ſeemerhJdorth yield the caſe, 
viz., .Thatif once a Man'hath formedaiparijcoter; Judgment 
of, Conſcience, that the thing is unlawful; though it be but 
from probable Arguments, : he cannot:do it; he onely' pre- 
{{tibes-in.d varicty of Opinions in the World; as to-a fingu- 
lar Matter, boy\Mct-fhould well form tht. Judgmeny;\.Buv 
not to wrong him in the 4. cap. of that Diſputation, ». 15. he 
ſeems to be of another mind, and afferteth. That 4 Man in 
ſome Caſes, may att — to bis own Opinion, yea, that 4 
Learn y Lawfully att contrary to his own Opinion, 
po dr) hy Fi, ee of others, though it be leſs Iafs, and 
leſs probable than bis own, provided there be any me you 

prouante 


which witbout:ſin he may: embrace.- Vafquee In'12. diſp.72. 
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probability for the Opinion of thoſe others, Tet ſtill retaining 
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bis Opinion, 4s more probable, looking upon that Opinion 0 
jor cp as probable Eye, 59) p af [. _ 44 
Authority, Judgments, and Teſtimony of others] eLough 
be jodpach bu own Opinion more probable by intrinſick, Argu- 
ments. 

The Reafons he gives for this, are theſe. 

I. Becauſe we may alt according to any Opinion which ſeem- 
eth probable tow. We will anon Argue that Caſe, whether 
it be poſſible that any thing, from meer extrinfick Argu- 
ments can ſeem neokabla to a reaſonable Soul. The contrary 
to which at the ſame time ſeems probable from intrinſick Ar- 
guments : But we know how far the Doltrine of® Probabils- 
ties ſerves the woful Intereit of that Apoſtate Synagogue of 


Rome. 


---- Largo 
Proventu eft, gfiavum non deceptura colonum. 


wu 
. 2, Becauſe it ſcems incredible to be true, that a Man may 
#0t do what all the World judgeth Lawful, if be alone judgeth xt 
unlawful. All the World, we confeſs, is a large term, and 
puts the Caſe to the highelt pinch, but yet it ſcems not at all 
incredible, if that be rrue which the School-men Uaniverſally 
agree; That the forge” Conſcience muſt be the proximate 
Rule of attion : For what ſhall it profit a Man, more to fol- 
low all the World, than to gain all the World, if be loſeth his 
own Soul ? A Man is certainly bound to follow his own Rules, 
not anothers. Theſe are that Jeſuites beſt Reaſons : He 
confeſſeth that in this he followeth' Afedina, ſome of whoſe 
Reafons he yet rejects. Further, to make the Opinion of 
another probable to us, he requires, 

© - 1. That it be the Opinion of many ; not one ſingle Dottor, 
2. That it be commonly Fudged to coutain no Error, | 
3. That we know that thoſe Doftors bave conſidered, and 

Examined our. Reaſons. vS | b 

Theſe things ſuppoſed, he thinks that although io a Mat- 
_— "a ter 


—H Phether it be viel 60) x8 , Wh ary 
ter of Practicewe have a' more probable” Opinion, and that: 
from Auguments'fetctd-from:the Nature of "the thing, and 
Scripture appearances, yeta'Man may act contrary if others 
judge'it isLawful, yea, though he hath forte fear, rharthar 
Opmionof others is not true : In which Caſe, both Cajeran 
and Navarrw ( as he confeſſeth) differ from him : But he 
concludes it, ib. Cap. 5. n. 26, provided that this fear a- 
mount not to a doubt or hzfitation ( we wonder how that 
is poſſible to be avoyded_)) for in that Cafe, he avoweth it 
not Lawfu! to aCt contrary to our own Opinion, in Compli- 
ence with others. This is the Doctrine of Vaſquez and MMe- 


dina ; and which Vaſquez ſaith is Common in the Schools. + 


S. 2. Sanchez, , Op. mor. lib. 1. cap. 9.n. 13, States the 
Queſtion thus: Whether it be Lawful for any to alt attord- 
iug to the Opinion of others which he judgeth probable, though 
in rgſpett of the danger of fin tis ſafe, againſt the Opinion of 
bis own Conſcience which be judgeth more probable, and more 
ſafe. Heeonfeſſeth that ſome deny it, becauſe of thoſe two 
Ordinary Rules. | 

In dubiis anime tutior pars eſt eligenda, and Tine certum &- 
relinque incertwm, 4. e. In doubtful Caſes we ooght to take 
the more certain part, and to leave what is thore uticertain, 
and to hold what is certain, Andagain, Beoauſe a Man cannot 
att againſt the diftate of his Conſcience. But Sanchez is himſelf 
of another mind, as he there declareth, viz, ,That-it # Law- 
ful for a Man to att contrary to the Opinion of lis own Conſci- 
ence, which be judgeth' ſafeſt, according to. the Opinion 61 
ethers which be judgeth leſs probably true, andleſs ſafe. Of 
this mind beſides Vaſquez and Medina (before mentioned by 


us) he ſaith are Afercado,Yelentia,Filier, Suarez, 54" 
dl. 


Azorine, Bannes, Nauarrus, Arragon, Salon, Lopez. Le 
wa; - Salas, Sairm, and Leonardui.. Mote than a ury\. 
were they all good Men and true :' But let us hear theix rong 

Reaſons: - Samchez gives usthenithus. 26” £12 
7. Becauſe be who thus alteth, atteth according to Reaſon, 
and therefore his altion is not to bs charged withraſhneſs or im- 
Cee. "DE; | 2. Becauſe 


© fel 


Yo, ex. Opining Conſcience.. 2; 

2, Becauſe in this caſt, 4 man-may baue a Moral certgin- 
FY., 
6 3. Becanſe 45 that a probable Opinion in matters of Specu- 
lations, which a man may. embrace without danger of Error or 
deceit. Soin Moral things, that Opinion us probable which a 
man may embrace-without ſin, 

4. Becauſe it is onely pnful to alt doubting. 


| I. 3. Butis[it poſſible thata reaſonable Soul thould un- 
deritand ſorwild ratiocinations? Suppoſe a Paps/?, or at leaſt, 
one who hath been ſo bred, upon the Queltion, 
Whether there be Idolatry in the Maſs or no? 

Seeth very probable 'intrinſecal Arguments to make him 
conclude, That the Maſs v Idolatrous, and that it is unlaw- 
ful for him togo to it any more,, On the other ſide, he find- 
eth many DoG&ors of. therr Church,politive, -thatit is not /do- 
latrons, and that he may be preſent. at it (we will ſuppoſe 
that they urge it, not as neceſſary, but only plead it Lawful, } 
Here now the private Opinion, is both more probable, and 
mare: ſafe; More, probab/e-it\mylt, be,. becanſe. it is a war's 
own,Openiqn,, and that formed from intrinſick. Arguments; ſo 
that to him it muſt-be-more. probable, -. ſore ſafe it muſt 
be, ſuppoſing it be onely atteſted by athers, as Lawf#l. We 
would fain know. now whether under. theſe Circumſtances, 
this Mag may Lawfully go to aſs againſt the dii#Fe of hns 
Conſcience. VYeg ( ſay. they) for the Opigion of the Do- - 
tors makes the contradictory part of. the Propoſition proba- - 
blezoo, Poſſibly ſomething might be (aid for this if the, Per- 
lag had no intrinkecel Arguozents to incline; him to, the, other 
Paxt,, But is not. this Nan-ſence to.any, Reaſonable,Soul ? 
That it ſhould judge contradiions both probably truez.the. 
one, from. ane; ſort. of, Arguments, . the other from, another 
ſort... Yet.this.1$ a, Poferumibegg bin the Caſe,.hoth by 
Vaſquez and Sanchez, and all their Brethren, .Titat,one and 
the ſarae thing, at the ſamezime, and to the ſame Soul, upon 
diering Megs nents, May: appear. 10 all probability-Lawfat : 
and Union, which we ppull Ha Rallies herdfeories 

my | or 


as 


14 Whether it be Lawfvl to aff Contrary 
or we think any others but themſelves. But ſuppoſe this 
were poſſible, as both Sanchez and Yaſquez plead, Yet it is 


rot Lawful for a Man to a according to the Opinion of ano-_ 


ther ( ſaith Cajetan and Navarr )) if he be in any fear that 
others are in the wrong; and though both Yaſquez and San- 
chez, reje& this,” yeteven they are fo kind, as to grant, 
that the Perſon cannot at in this caſe, if he doth doubt. Now, 
we would fain know how a Man can poſſibly have intrinſick 


Arguments againſt what is propounded to. him for Prattice, 


and not heſitare ac dubitare (which are their words) doubt at 
a'l, whether he may Lawfully act. Or how he can aQt with that 
Moral certainty which Sanchez ſpeaks of, Can a Man (think 
we) be Morally certain of that, againſt which he hath pro- 
bable intrinſecal Arguments, meerly becauſe others ſay the 
contrary. And this too, although what they ſay appear to 
the Perſon concerned both /eſs probable, and leſs ſafe, What 


ſtrange Apprehenſions have theſe Men, both of themſelves, 


and of God? 


S. 4. Filiucius (another of the Popiſh Caſuiſts) telleth 


vs. Thatitis Lawful to follow the more probable Opinion,lea- 
ving that which ts leſs pn Qu. mor, tr. 21, C. 4. 1. 126, * 


Compare this with what we heard Yaſquez even now ſaying. 
That a mgr's own Opinion is more probable (and fo it muſt be 
to him, The would never hold it.) The Caſeby this Con- 
cluſion ſeems to be granted; butin the very next ragey h 
he again concludeth, That it i alſo Lawful to follow t elef 
probable Opinion, though it be leſs ſafe : and this he ſaith, is 
the Common Opinion of more Modern Caſusfts and Schoot- 
men, and quotes for it Medina, Vaſquez, Bannes, and Na- 
varrnus; his Reaſon is, | 


1. Becauſe whoſo doth ſo, alteth prudently, believing thoſe ' 


that are skild in that Art, and ſubmitting to their 
Fudgment. | : 

He faith well, if we were ſpeaking of Actions, as to which 
there is no danger of immediate ſinning, and running the 
guilt of Damnation, but he begs the Goelion ſham bY. 

© " while 
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"to an Opining Conſcience. rs 
while he averretif with Sanchez, That there i no danger of 
ſin in ſuch Afions; and one of his Brethren ( with whom 
he is very angry for it.) calleth this Opinion of his, and Sax- 
chez, his ſeventeen Doct ors Perni cioſe inſeitie prolapſionem ; 
a ſlip of pernicious Ignorance: And he uſed him kindly too, 
for Prolapſio was doubtleſs too mi'd a word; it was unque- 
ftionably a wilfal Error, but ſuch a one as thoſe Learned 
Men ſaw neceſary to be mainratned; or the Doctrine of Blind 
Obedience could not itand: | | ""_ 


S, 5. Azorims, Inſtitut. Moral, lib, 2. cap. 26. If this 
Caſe determines, That we may follow an Opinion that u leſs 
certainly ſafe, if it be more probable or certain; from which 
we mipht conclude, that in regard the Opinion of our own 
Conſciences is always to us more:probable.and certain, than. 
the Opinionof any other is, or can be, though there be a- 
poſſibility of our finning in following our own, -and no pof- 
ſibility in following of anothers, yet we may follow it. 

2, .He concludes, Thar. if both Opinions be Equally ſafe, 
we are not bound to prefer that which is more probable. (Yet 
he confefſeth, that Afajor, Corduba, and Ffedina think '0- 
therwiſe)) he'thinks the probability of an Opinion is enough 
to guide our Practice, and that we are not bound to follow 
that which is moſt probably true, . But beſides that, ſome 
of his own Brethren tell him, and that truly, that Thar Ops- 
nion which is '{thoogh not demonſtratively, yet moſt proba- 
bly erue ) 'nath leaft danger of fin in it. Whether an *Opi- 
nion cart to 'ny"Ve- probably rrue. by extrinfick Arguments, 
which at the ſame time we judge from intrinfick Arguments 
probably not true, as a Queſtion-not yet reſolved. ' We do 
notat al] doubt, but the hn, Farinl and Teſtimony of others 
may give a Propoſition'ſome ſhewvf Probability to be true. 
If we have no Arguments opt what they ſay, from ſome 
GI eaſt Y of Scripture, or ſome Logical To- 
picks, But when we have ſuch Argaments, that yet their 
Opinions in the contrary ſhould ſeen/probable to us, is a great 
Riddle, and ſeems a'great baffling of. a Reaſonable Soul. 


Eſpecially 


'T6 "Whether it be Lewful to a Contrary 


Eſpecially conſidering that theſe Forreign Arguments are but 
Common, and may be brought in moſt Caſes on both ſides, 


S.-6. And-indeed here all the Popiſh DoQors are at a 
great loſs, viz, Todetermine what thoſe Dottors mult be ; 
how many mult concurr-in an Opinion,before they may over- 
rule us in PraCtice,againſt the Judgment cf our own Conſcien- 
ces formed from proper intrinſecal Arguments,Sercbez ſaith, 
one Doctor is enough, and quotes on his ſide, Anges, Sylv. 
Navarrus, Valentia, and Sa; yea, and he proveth it by this 
Learned Argument: . That ts a probable Opinion which is not 
built. upon a light Foundation. Naw ( ſaith he) tbe Opinion 
of one Dottor us not 4 light Foundation. Ay, but what if one 
DoQtors Opinion be-far -us, another. be againſt os? They 
will tell you, They/are both probable, Takethenthe ſumme 
of the Feſacres DoCtrine, 


1. Aprobable Opinion ts that, which is not bailt upon a light 


Foundation. - (So ſaith Sanchex.) | 
2, Any one Dottors Opinions 4 conſiderable, and no light 
Fonndation, | That is Sanchez his medium, Wig 
3. Let a manhave never ſo many intrinſecal, proper Argu- 
ments, not demonſtrative, to prove a thing unlawful; yet 


he may do it if be can but find one Dottor who judgeth it 


» Lawfml. - | 
4+. If one_Doftor judgeth it Lawful, another judgeth it un- 
lawful, be m JD 845 pleaſeth in. it,: ek, 


ath parts 


ere probable. Hence Sanchez, raiſeththele,Conclufions. - 
I. <That if Man, according to the Judgment.of his own | 


« Conſcience ,.. perfetly dowbterh, from intrinſecal Argu- 
< ments,, "which in a.praQtical caſe,” he can find on the-one 


* fide,.qr-the other,” Yet if, he car-from Extrinſecal Argu;, 
_ ments, perfwade himſelf chat either part is Lawfe «l, be Ls” & 


of” / 


according 


- 


<« cording to a leſs probable Opinion,. may 
« torhat which he joJgeth teſe probable, Af 


« it is probably-Lawful for himto follow that which » lefs pro- - 
&© babie. ,-- | - 7 3. *©That 
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3. That Learned Men thay adyiſeothers to-adt contrary 


* to what themſelves: the :Adviſets, think: Lawful, if ano- 
<« ther Doctor hathjudged itLawfub: im 2 

;. Theſe, and many. ther damnable and abſurd: Opinions 
they moſt impugently conclude, from. theſe moſt wretched 
premiſes. . And now, -Ict any Judge, . whether according to 


would.think,...hat/they do. not judge any thing- Unlawful, A 
that) will butxead:theirE/coberyr Layman; \Diant;. PilypMnr, \ 
Azorits,. Sanchez \, Qtabreviate-of:ſome of their. Propokti- 4 
tions, .P« 17. in-the Adaztiona/s to the Adyſtery of Feſuiriſm, 

where he ſhall be directed alſo to: the Authors... © «i 


_ \ vi 7X ) \ . GOO PTY : 
- +8. 7-, But hitherto.they have onely toldius; jwhat a Man. _ 
May do : Let us hearſhortlyther/OpinionofiwhatMen' Auf 
do : and: particularly. whene Swpertours Command 43-60" att- 
contrary to what we from proped inttinſeeal argumentsjudge - 
Lawful... Adrjarms, asihe is quoted by Ya/quez, politively 
aftirmeth, 1F has none:can) Lawfally Obgy their Suptriours, a- 
gon the C 14ien 'of. his. am. Coniſciencet he tetts'us alfa, 
That Corduba faiththe ſame in effec; though hexvonld fave. 
himſelf from this inconvenience by afferting,. That what in. 
#-ſelf abſoſutely. conſidgted; :ig:evid, : may by \ſome Circam- 
ſtances.be gaodz..as when itisneceſlary for us, of two evils, 
to:chuſe one3; here the leſſer evilsimade good; comparative- 
ly: and that (ſaith be J(js-the:Caſchere: (#7 dſquiz't2.} difþ. | 
62,54} 6 )idt 3anevi{ ring for @mante alt. contrary tothe 
opiniomdf bis. wn Canſciente find ar is anvevil pay: Hanks 
obey our Superiours, but one of theſe we mult do; in- this tale, 
faithhes. 16s Lewfwl for 4.man to atagainlt hisown opraion,. 
in obedigncets bit Superiours;, thusfar the Feſwwes.. * 

A Man might _ yy vey ſuch an unboyled Meſs of Di 
yinity' from: Fobr of Leidengidr yi Kavpperdollinp ; but is. 
this Cm likea Divine? Car there Tor gon VE 
ſuning 7. {,whete's Man's free-will in\themnean time) doth. 
God ever hring the. Soul into: ſuckarait? 1s irnot# known 
Rule. That of 0 evils. of puniſhment; we may indeed mw 


the leaſt; bur of rwo evils of ſing none? An Erroncous Con- 
ſcicnceindeed is under an of inning, but ſurely he 
hath no choice. jn the caſe;; whether he will fin this -way, or 
that way, but muſt follow the diate of ' his Conſcience, 
Whether the diſtiation of Ligar, non obligat be worth any 
thing or no; ſurely all will ſay, he cannot AR againſt his fix- 
ederring Conſcience, Is it nota known Rule,- That nothin 

can be made good by a Circumſtance, though indeed Circum- 
ſtances may make a thing evil, becauſe Bonwm eſſe Caunſs 
entegris Malum e quolibet defeftu. Therefore Vaſquez (who 
Diana ſaith, s inſtar omnium)) explodes this Doctrine of 
Cordaba, telling us truly , That the Obedience which any 
Man oweth to his Superiours, ſuppoſeth the matter of the Su- 
periours Command, not to be contrary to the Command of one 
who # higher than be:, for in-ſuch Caſes no Obedience ts due , 
nor is it any ſin to-diſobey, wiz. where the thing required, 1s 
contrary to the Law of Natpre, the Law of God, or the Law 
of a Superiour in an bigher Orger.' - Again, it is very poſſible 
( as Vaſquez ſaith) that it may be a greater ſin to contradict 
my. own Conſcience,, than not to Obey my Superiours, ſup- 
poling my Conſcience telleth me the thing required is contra- 
ry totheLawof Nature,./''2 0 £0! BEST 


But yet Vaſquez himſelf:thinketh, that in caſe the Supe- 
riour Commandeth, a thing otherwiſe probably Lawf#l (that 
is, as-we before heard, which ſome Doctor or Doctors judge 
ſo) then it.is Lawful fora Man to-Obecy contrary-to the pri- 
vatc: Opinion of his own-Conſcience,. becauſe he'_might do it 
in:ſuch caſe, \thaugh it were not Commanided; and this is bis 
Priaciple. - | | 

\ That when the Precept of a Superiour may Lawfully be 

Obeyed, be is then bound to doit, and it becomes neceſ- 


| SR ria rong Argument, if we. could yield the 
Ppremiſcs,. w6z.. - \ KIT oh 3210 ' T 

1, That a Man may Lawfully contrary to the probable Ops- 

uion of his own Conſcience, follow the Opinion of ano- 

ther, Quod adbuc eſt Demonfirandum | *. . We 


_— nine Confevtenche! 7 19 
= ſhall anon ſew the Curſed Fruit of this Koor, yet 
aſquez. limiteth this alittle, by telling vs, - 
Eh That the: mult be unqueſtionably our Superi- 
WY the Sudject uſt Div, and Pelieve, that the 'Su- 
oven Conmandeth accordiny'to.n probable Opimon, and mui? 
-#0t  thidak} it \ _ meer | be 6s bs Superiour; for 
{ſvith he ) \The Digmy. ol r Commanding, doth 
not makean Opinion probable, Fhup ar now we Cones 
the Ca Fe % of. the Zopiſt Call {mitts ang. Schanbmen i ,this 
Caſe. The Summe is this. 


That it is Lawful for a Xſan to do, what 
ence from inernſick., probable bent 


own Conſc:- 
lpeth Un- 
\ ILawfnl,sf one or wore Doftors do'but Fudge it Lawful,and 
.... 5x:ſurh Caſes, vf the Suptriomr Commundeth; be or bound 
} - .* 80 ado what heanks, a oh nals, « , if 
| rugs - pe ly, and demonſtratively fo 
5 How near this.comes to the Sentiments of forthe Modern 
Proteſtant Doors 'we may dw «dp but beforc 
we come'to that, fer" us enquire ke the Ancienter- Ptote= 
ſtants have judged in the Caſe.” 
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The Opinion of former Proteſtants, : about. the lawful- 
>. or dE of en AGing contrary to the 
Opinion of their own Con ſciences. Such Ating.con- 
demned by all former- Proteſtant Caſuiſts,"" BaJdr 
vinus, 'Alſtedius; 'Ameſits,” Perking': '' The difft- 
rence of ſotee later Divines from thert Fore-F dthers, 
particularly, Mr. Hooker. | 'The Vanity of - his 
Proof, om Deut. 17.18. AQs 15. 0r from Rea- 
fon. Biſhop Sanderſon | agreeing with Ancigut Pro- 

y + ka -.$0::MFo how es ra = mh The 

| differing Expreſſrons”s e Divines" of this: pre- 
a Ave, "Tho tewife Youching: of the x/ ton, pur 

. nibbling at the Opinion of the Popiſh DaGors in the 


"17 


 Goſe by aibergim. The ueſign, deain Rated: and 


made ready or Debate... 3 903 nt 2928514; 2801 + 


6. r. E will begin with Fredericus Baldvinus, Prog 
feflor at Witrenbergh, he, in his Caſes, l. 1. 
cap. 9. pharma __— this great _ he takes = 
tice of the two forts of pret probable Arguments,a 
determineth,, in I both. 
T.. That an Opinion onely raifed from the multitude of 0- 
thers Tefbimonies in the Caſe, bindeth no Man. 


2. That an Opinion taken up upon probable Reaſons, doth 
bind, and ſo bind, that a man cannot Alb arainft it. © 
} Latine are theſe 


FT opinionem aliquam, non ob afſenſum aliorum, ſed 

& oþ cauſas probabiles pro vers habes, gat 05 in Con- 

© ſcientia ne comra cam 4g 4s, licet Superiores dlind a te exi- 

< rant, donec rathones veriores audias tn contrarium, ad quis 
'q 

& ramen andieudas ſemyer pararns effe debes + Et opinionem 
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& 24m audizi meljore. fertrentsA degonere.,, 7 Thatis, .. _ 
When thou haſt takenup.any Opinion far true, not for the 
Teſtimany-of others, but for-prohabte. Reaſoos,,. thay -arr 
bognd-in Confcjence not to-adt- againit it; no, not though, 
Superiours require thee to a, till thou hearcſt better Rea- 
ſons to he contrary: > ang which hoy coghtet »Y al- 
ways ready,. and lay down thy Opinion, hearing a. better. 
The. Opinion of this Grave ar are Profeſſor 'f what we 
take it,& will.be found to have been theOpinjon of all Prote- 
ſtants of former Ages. For, the Obſerving Reader will find, 
as to this point, the ſame proportionable difference betwixt 
Ancient Proteltant Divines, and a Modern brood, as betwixt 
the Old Fathers and School-men, and the later Feſuites, who 
have traded in Scholaftical, and Moral Divinity. The latter 
prolong wholly to differ from the: former : We ſhall,l ſay, 
nd, that all former Proteſtants have agreed, That although 
he tbat ts poſſeſſed of an opinion, that the thing which is by bis 
Superiours required, us unlawful, out of Reverence to his Su- 
perionrs, ought throughly to Examine by Opinzan, and tg hear 
better Reaſonss, if they cawbe brought, and beeng by them con- 
vinced, to lay dow bis vpinion; Tet while he can do that, he 
cannot dg the thing. 


$.2, Let us,in the next placegenquire of Alftedime.He diſtin- 


- 
— — 


—— 
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That it. it ſo t0 aft aghinſi6;” bevunſt he ramer old in Faith,” 
if bu Conference b& zoibiitig, if rain; or gain -fuyang.” 


| Theſe being all our former Divines, who wrote Treatiſes' 
of.Ciſes, f Teltimony is not/to/beuypeted,) -Iriwere 
cafic to produce multitudes collaterally fpeaking the fame” 


things. But for them; we ſhall bur refer the Reader to any 


Proteflgnts, that have formerly'wrote-upon Row. 14. 23. and/ 
ſce what they — upottthefewords; Whoſo donbterb, 6 dam: 
wed, if be eareth, leanſe be tateth not of Paith': For what» 


foever is net of Faith,” #& ſin. And v. 5. Lev every Man be' 


fully per ſwaded in bis own mind; he will find enough, we paſs 
it over, intending our felves to make fome uſe of that Text 
anon. oe chop 


$. 3. But (agwe ſaid! before) ook'ag ir this very poirit! 
there is a very'great difference, betwixtthe Ancient Fathers 
and School-men.and the Modern Feſwres, info much, thatthe' 
latter will not allow the Judgment of any of-the Ancients, in 
theſe on atid both Fafywez = rn think'fit "_ 
tion their Readers againtt it, an (Cello and" Repma 
expreſly Jeterinine: © Ther to Moral Oueftions, 'the Movern 
Caſuiſts are to be preferred before the Ancient. Fathers, though 
they lived neayer the. times of the Apoſtles, So we ſhall Ob- 
po _ _ m_ __ Divines ' have delivered 

emfelves, 'tjther fomething-odly.,, or expreſly cont#ary to 
the Sentirnents of þ res. Prove fonts ropes cafe, '1Let/ 
us hear now whar they ay, nn NCT 
| I. 4. The Learned-Author of the Eccleſiaſtical. Polity, Mr. 
Mooke? in his Preface to it, directed To ſuch ar ſock Refor- 
wation,. perſwading thoſe- whom in that Prefuceheis Treat- 
nw «en of Controverſie, concludeth'i poſſible to 


© ppithous ſabmictin to ſome jndiciel and defini us: Som. 
© fence, whereunto Gs art that contendeth may under any 

pretence, or colour refuſe to Rand: --- Ways of peaceable 
Gconclufon (tieſaith) there avtbut two certain: | The og 4 a- 
wy | ; in 


- 
x XR 


TI LIE, a 7 x _ 
. FL OERE # "CPa/ ; I : wy.” 
6 Sonpetice” of Judicial decsſcon,, givert 10 Alitbority there- 
Eanro appointed within 0 wr ſelves, - Thu obey, dbr liki kindof 
& Sorrentey giver by 4 wore Univ ſud Ambority:  Thr' for- 
& merof whichiGod binfelf in' the Law preferibers” And his 
*© Spirit #t was which (deretied the firſt Chriſtin Churches in the 
« World to uſe the latter: thu be proves by Deur, 17. 8, and 
« Acts 15. (both which we will examine anon.) Afterward 
« ke comes in with this paſſage;.* Neither wiſiwe that Men 
<« ſhomd do any thing wiich-in- their Ears they ave ferſwaded 
«© they axght not ts db pt this perſwaſion ory bt, we' ſay,” to 
be fully ſcrtled -5# #howr Hearts, That in Litigious and 
& controverted Caſes of fach Quality, Phe Will of God is 
& to: have them to-do,- whatſoever the Sentefice of Judicial 
1nd final dedifion fiatlderermine; Yea, though it ſeemeth 
6 jnccheiy private Opinion, utterly to fvexve from that which 
«ig right; agnodopbtimany times the. Sentence amongſt the 
«<< Jews did:ſeem unto one part dr another contending, and yet 
«jn this Caſe Goddid not then ——_ todo —_ intheir 
$ private < we z yea, and-perhaps, truly ſeem- 
td, pro, vo6 w did di-allows-- This paſſage muſtbealit- 
tleexamined, : eſpecially at ſuch a- tile when thete'is ſuch a 
tri ſcruviay upon thoſe! who ſeem to have their: Faces” t6- 
wards Rowe; for. as onthe one ſide,. if this DoQtrine be nots 
true, Mr. Hookgty neitheriin-his Preface, nor in his bulky: 
- Book (thoſe Oracles weare fo-Ordinarily ſent to )- hath ſaid. 
mpck4p pearfwade thoſe -whom' he. treateth, That 3t is theer 
Daryt6conform y andiour late Writers have ſaid michileſs, 
who: havethbught-to!'jeer, and #6, and: Holfon Men' out of 
their Religion, andhavecindeedall built upon this Forundati-= 
on {1ftherhingberior Demonſtratively evil, ot'as others ap- 
paenely evil; - Quithe other fide, if this-bertrue, and befor: 
| ot , it over-throwethral lO/d PnalFiral 
Diuiuity, arg takesawey what we doubrivficttier everaby! 
nifllerareLaghedcbin over denyed,-. v#.;| That the P*ubt- 
CITES oximare Rule of. alt our Aliens. Tt 
ſthewetiva of an: Jofallible Fudee;, orifinot ſos, molt 
, centuinly* itheth!. Blind: Obedience, the -very —_— 
» 99 , illar- 


=y 


_ . o "*.. : < 
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Pillar of Popery; yea, of Feſuiti/me (the worlt of -Popery. 
(for what is Blind Obediznce, but an Jar pe yOu mer 
contrary to the Light of, our own Reaſon and C J 
Nay, more, -it is a peg beyond the DoQtrine of Yaſquers 
Sanchez,, Azorim, Layman, or the boldeſt Jgſuite who ever 
wrote, F 


 &. 5, Ican ſee but two terms, which can be ſuppoſed to 
regulate this. Learned Man's ſence by.any Sobriety. He faith, 
onely [in litigious and conrovertedſaule of.ſfuch Quality) 
he ſhould have done well to have us, 'of what Quality, 
and what makes « litig50u and controverted Caſe ? Whether 
ſome few, or more mens denying, or controyerting,and diſ- 
puting a-point? For elſe ſuppoſe that in France, the King 
ould Command his Proteliant Subjects to go to. Maſs ;, ac- 
cording to Mr, Hooker's Divinity, they are bound to go: 
why? For ( faith he) It i the Will of God that they ſbould, 
in litigiom and ' controverted Cauſes do whatſoever the 
Semence of judicial and oa deciſion ſball determine. But 
will.ſome Advocate fori Mg. Hooker, ſay, the Proteſtants 
judge going to Maſs unlawful. What then ? It followeth 
in Mr. Hooker. Tbowgh in their private Opinion it ſeem to 
fwerve utterly from that which « right, Sit anima noſtra cum 
Philoſophis ; Commend vs to the Feſuitesq\ for none of them 


ſpeak ſo brogd, ' And it is well worth the Obſerbing, what » 


Excellent uſe Serenw Crefſy hath made. of this very paſſage; 
in his Anſwer.toDr. Pierce his Sermonþ and indeed itvis very 
1mproveable far thejr turn. Shall:thofe: blind words, Qf 
jurh Query, help this Father of Conformity : The Queſtion 
recurs, Of what Quality ?. Can any other Quality of Caſes 
be here conſiderable, but either. as the thingsappear Lewfwh, 
Unlawfm, or Jndiffereut, If he means, in Caſes appearing 
to the Perſon, ZLewfwl or Indifferent, 'the- thing is granted: 
But it is-impoſſible-this ſhould be his t ze; for he ſaith; 
Though the Command ſeem to bim utterly to. ſmerve. froni whas 
% right, If therefore the word, Seem, will agtbelp him, 
© ke is not to be; helped, but: muſt be affirmed to; TI_ 

1:9 the 
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the bolMeft vvivinyt for Bind Obedience (the molt bruitifh 
* pitce ff Popery iu eve! Proceler mate and let our 
Brethfen fend bs no (more for Conſtien tisfaQtion to My. 
Hooker till they can defend him in this Hyperbeſisy and when 
fhey have done that, they will have paved his Holineſs a 
fairer. way into all Proteſtant Tents, than he ever yet had. 
liideed there are various degrees of Seeming., A tti ng may 
feetm-to us to fiverve fred what is right, ly from ex- 
INE. Arguments, becauſe we Reverence the Learning, 
or Fiery of ſome that fay ſo; m this ſence it may be true: 
But this cannot be Hookers Sence ; for he ſaith, /n bis own 
privare Opinion. Bathis meaning muſt be, < That we ought 
«tg befully” perfwaded; that in: all Eitigious, and-Contro- 
c&-yerted Caſts referring to Praftice. It is the Will of God 


'««that Chriſtiaris ſhould do, whatſoever the Sentence of Ju- 
c« dicial and final decifion ſhall determine, though that thing 
'& determined ſeem to the Perſon required to do it, and that 
© from proper intrinſick Arguments ( if not demonſtrative) 
«in che Chriſtians private Opinioft, to'be yuite contrary to__ 
<< wittt'God's Law requireth-of him.” Which is a poſition 
fo cotitraty 3 To che Law of Natwtre, thi whole Current of 
Scripture, the force of Reaſoir, the Liberty of 'a Cas, 
and the Fudpment of all- Proteſtant Divinez, that it will ask. 
'verygood Proof before we om or. tittle of it true. 
(13% $213:43:2Y bi TRAM 2 IC 1:1510 


-  $ 6, 'Ue offcteth #'double- Proof of it! "t, Becauſe he 


Toppofeth there miſt be a) en# of Controverſie, and that can 
He 10 othtr way.” 2." Beciuſe of the Law of God of Old, 
-Devt; 159.8, andrbe derirmenation of the Coniicil, Afts 15, 


both. As tbthe. 


$#idec, no Pitſtion;/ a Spirit of God, We will conſt 
cer 


; ' Controverſies are of ſeveral Na- 


"tures. Thereatt Polirical Controverſies, and Eccleſiaſtical 
» Controverſies 3) and theſe either relating to Matters of meer 


'Specnlation'br-PraCtice, And thereare mixed Controverſies, 
ly of a Civil, partly of a Religions concern. 


© ©'1, For Civil Comroverſies, they are of ſeveral Natures; 
-for many of themn it {s-abſolutely-tiecefſary, 'it rder to the 


CON- 
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confiltengyoof 


fide ſoeyer we take 


hhimto keepit. Heis befare hy uvdg- 


| them, the-Qzdery 


bf eo 


s bepreſcrycd.: AS, 


the 


and dyed a Virgin, | LNOW NY 
needof a. them; nor why they ſhould be Controver- 


r 
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46. are wot fo neceſſary. As now, 1 Þ- 


= 
t, Whether, Foſns Chriſt.ve the Eternal Son of Gog, is 
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bermixa the drrvansy the Secinigny, 
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the Orthodox. Whether 4 
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may Lawfully adore the bread 

5» the Excharifh, is Controverted, betwixt , the 2apiſts and 
Proteſtants. It is neceſſary. that the Magiſtrate or Church 
ſhould put an end to theſe Controverſies, at leaſt, as to the 
evulging of them, becauſe there.is a part in them ſo neceſſary 
to be believed, or done, as Men's Salvation dependeth up- 
on it immediately ; and thoſe entruſted with the Charge of 
Souls, ſtand Obliged-by the Law of Charity, as much as in 
themilyeth to. obyiate their eternal Ruine, | Butthere are a. 
third ſort of Controverſies in Religion, which relate to Pra- 
Qiicc, in thoſe things, where Gods. Word hath left nothing par- 
ticularly, and glas. determined, Such Controverſies there. 
ever was, andever will be in the Church. But as it is one- 

ly the Pride and Corruption of Aſen, which makes, thele 

Controverſies (for why ſhould any Quarrel with his Bro- 

ther for uſing his own. Latitude, where God hath determined 

nothing ?)- So there is no need to put an end to them,, but. 
onely to Mens Luſts and Paſſions in the Arguing of them. For 

there is no bazard-of Salvation, either one way or. other., 
We dare be bold to ſay, that the ſilly humour of ſome, judgy, 
ing it neceflary, that all Men ſhould ſay, /t « a Hen-Spar-. 
row, When ſome think it a Cock-Sparrow. Or write [it ] 
when ſome think it is better wrote [| yt ]. Or that all Men 
ſhould keep an Eafter-dey ;. ſuch a day, waen as.others think. 
it not the right, hath been the cauſe of ſo much ſinand wick- 
edneſs, ſo much Blood and Cruelty, as all that theſe Humo- 
rifts are worth, is no way able to recompence; ejther to Gads 

Glory, the Churches Peace, or the Profitand Adygrntage of 
Princes ſo infinitely hindred by it, | 


ou 
- $.'7. We ſuppoſe, Peace will be urged as neceſlary ta put - 
an end to Controverſie; And is there no other way tq obtain 
it, but by Mens doing quite contrary.to what they Fudge right? 
The Apoſtle hath ſhewed Men a nearer. way to it, if their. 
Luſts would/let them ſee it, Phil. 3. 15, 16. What aſtrange 
fancy it is that there ſhquld be no way to Peace, but what is 


impoſhible, wa, Mens perſvpading themſelves , Ther $2.5 


- 


. at A $. " © $-<$; | | 


thi Will of Goth that in ſuch Caſes they Jnould do-whet ſeiver 
Men Hetermine, ' thou bin their own Opinion ifſeems. quite t@: 
ſerve mu what idr5ght: As if there werenol way totkeep. 
a'Maii from-butning his ſhins, but by pullingdowna Chim+ 
ney, and ſetting it further off, This is aſad end.; 1Hjs:Mo// 
Excellent Majeſty hath ſhewed them a quicker End, viz. 
Nite Enatting the doing of ſuch things bf thoſg whayudge ther 
Unlawful ; but ltxvingthem to- therr Liberty; (arid onely.'re- 
quiring, as the Apoſtle, in ſach' Cafes, Rum 14.2. Thit: be: 
who eateth ſhould not deſpiſe him that eateth 'not'; "nor he who 
cateth not, Arſpiſe him that eateth. Could our Brethren, be 
uiet, and frot repreſent us to the World; 'as Faltious Per - 
[ome Schifmaticks ; mireaſonablezungovernable, Dunces, we 
wouger what hindred Peace row. | D/L3 ve 41 


”Y. 7. - But; faith /Mr. Hooker (and he is the Delphick 
Oracle it ſeems in this Caſe ) He muſt needs perſwade himſelf, 
That it is the Will of God, That in Litigiows and Controver- 
red Caſes, &E; he ſhould ſubmit to the Deciſion of bis Superi- 
Jo in bis own Opinion it ſcems quite to 'ſwerve from 


rhar-which is right: We would fain know how he ſhould per- 
ſwade himſdf of this; | ' This perſwaſion cannot be of Faith ; 
for where doth the Word of God ſpeak a tittle to this ſence ? 
It Tus the contrary, Row. 14, 5.23: How ſhall weknow 
a thin 


vs no necd of a Coritroverſie; nor of determining ir, if there 
muftbe one, 'it caſhew vs nothing as to the Willof God,. 
for a fubmniffiorith ſuch Determination, Nor indeed is it pre- 
tended,” d it were*ſtranpe if it ſhould, when the School. 

; men 
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men determine, Thae Alting aqa5nft an erroneom Conſeient# . 
( much more Opining )' « agus#/t the Light of \Natnrt, This 
piece of the Will of! God then: which we mult. ((aith My, 
Hooker.) perſwade qui: ſclves of,. mult be from' Revelation, 
and that is either New ( ſome Enthuſiaſm.) : or Old, which 
is the Word of God, Where ſhall we find ſuch a piece of the 
revealed. Will cf Godin Scripture? Mr, Hooker tells us, Dent. 
(17. $.. As T5. wewill Examineboth theſe Texts; > 3 
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$. 8: The wordsin Dext., 17. 8,9, 10, 11, k&. are 
theſe, 

If there ariſe a Matter too bard for thee in _Failgment be-_ 

- twixt' Blood and Blood,' betwixt plea, and plea, betwixt ſtroke 

and ſtroke , being matters of . Cantraverfut' within thy Gates. 

"Then ſhalt thou ariſe,” and got thee up unto the place which the 
' Lord thy God ſballchufe, 7 oo i tt 

And thou ſhalt come unto the Prieſts, the Levites, and unto 

the Fridge who ſhall be ini thoſe days, and enquire, ' and they 

ſhall ſhew the Sentence of Fudgmnt.” 533 5 nofio2b 18 

'- And thou ſhalt do according to the Sentence: which! they df 

that place, whichthe Lord ſhall chkſe; [hall ſhew"thee  atd 

thou ſhalt Obſerve to do accoriiing” to all that They: ſball. inform 


— 
” 


thee.” / | 
Acvording tothe Sentence of the Law which they-ſhall teach 
' thee,” and according to the Fudg merit which" they ſhall telt abc, 


thou ſhalt'ds, thou ſhalt #ot "defline fromthe Stinence Which 
they ſhall ſhew thee;* to the right hand, nor46 theteftys £5129 
 ". Ar'the Man that will do rs pes re 'Pot 
' bearken anto the Prieſt, that ſtandeth up to Minifter' before 
' the Lord thy God, or untothe Fudge, ever that Man ſhill aye, 
and thou ſhalt put_away evil ow rac), © Theſe words 


* fully that Text. / As to: which, wedefireovr Readetitd Ob- 
 ferve, A MVR 21d onto 


nt Ay That this'is Bellarmines firſt Text'to prove BlindObed;- 
_ ence the Duty of Cliiſtians: So that we 'niay eaſily/judge,. 
which way the Eco of heſe Difputarits dvth-hna; Tt might 
' "ſuffice bur to teſer ob — Chiner;' bi any th 7a 
/ 2 - 
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Anſwered Bellarn:5ne, foran Anſwer.tothis Objection. 

.. 2, Secondly, In caſe this Text will ferve the turn now, it 
will infallibly prove the Lawfulneſs of Priefiiand Fug, +: pc - 
ging to death ſuch as ſball not do what they have once arte: i++ 50d 
#1 any caſe, that ts indifferent of «t ſelf, and once by ther: :44e 
neceſſary. But ſurely this mult be aſſerted by none th* va- 


* .lue their words at any rate, But to come cloſe to the ] 2xt; 


if any Argument in this caſe can be drawn from it, it ;nu4t be 


S. . 
« What the 1ſraelites were bound todo, upon any deter- 
& mination by the Prieſt or Judge in the place where 
<« the Lord ſhould chuſe: In hard Matters, between 
& plea and plea, blood and Llood. That Chriſtians 
+& under the Goſpel are bound to do,upon the final de- 
&« cifion of the Prielt or Judge, in hard matters, be- 
*tween plea and plea , blood and blood, treſpaſs 
| **and treſpaſs, ſtroke and ſtroke, 
-« But the 1/raelites were bound to do according to. the final 
& deciſion of the Prieſt or Judge, ſitting in the place which 
*« the Lord ſhould chuſe, and Judging in hard Matters, be- 


.-« tween Pleaand Plea, Blood and Blood, &c. --- Ergo. 


.. If the Argument be thus. laid, it concludeth nothing like 
the Queſtion, but is a tranſitys degenere in genus, Our Que- 
ſtion is notabout Civil things in Controverfie, where a Man 
may take any part, and not (in againſt God, and where Sub- 
miſſion onely inferreth. Suffering in matters of a temporal con- 
cern, but about. Religious'Actions, where a Practice is re- 


- quired, which'the Party. Commanded Judgeth ſinful; And 
_hazarding the damnation of his Soul, Whence alſo it may 


be Obſerved, That no Concluſion can from hence be fetched 


- from any purity of Reaſon, 


E 


- 
- 


.-  Butif Mr. Hooker intends from that Text to conclude the 


ueſtion, his Argument muſt be laid thus. 


..'.,* Whatthe 1/reelites were bound to, as to hard Caſes, in 
£ Judgment betwixt plea and plea, blood and blood, treſpaſs 
_ <andtreſpaſs, {troke and ſtroke. That Chriſtians are bound 
«Ro do, inall Litigious Contxoverted Caſeg of Religion; or 
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; ſeemprobable)) judfeth ainlewfal. | Arithere was for. a final 
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« (at leaſt) in ſuch Cafes where the Superiours Judge the 
« things, by them Commanded, tobe in themſelvesof an in- 
« different Nature. ; 3 | ; 
'-:Bus the Iſraclites,: in hard Caſes in Fudgment, betwixt plea 
and plea, Blood and Blood, treſpaſs and treſpaſs, firoks and 
ftroke, were Obliged to do according to, and not decline from 
.the Sentence of the Law, which the Prieſts, the Levites, or 
che Judges ſhould teach them, and according to Fhe Fudgment, 

which thby ſhould ſhew them, though in the Opinzov of their own 

Conſciences it ſwerved uttealy from that which was right. 

Ergo. Chriſtians alſo under the Goſpelin all Litzgious cou- 
troverted Caſes, eſpecially of ſuch Quality, where the Su- 
periour Fudgeth the things indifferent, are bound to do ac- 
cording to, and_not to decline from the Sentence of .the 
Law,- which the Civil or Eccleſiaftical Superiours, now 
adayr ſhall teach them, though tn the Opinion of their own 
Conſciences it utterly  ſwerveth from that which ts 

- right, 


- To whick we Anſwer, 1. The whole concludeth nothing 
to the purpoſe, for it concludeth not that they ought todo 
-any thing po_ tothe Sentence of the Divine Law, | That 

was of Old'to the Prieſts « Regula Regulans ;, an Original 
Rule, and muſt be ſo, to all Superiours; and it is impoſſ- 
| ble any ſhould be Obliged to Att contrary to it. . But, leſt 
any ſhould ſay, they were bound to:trake the. Priefts and Lo- 
.vites,.' and Fualges Sentence, to be the Sentence of the Di- 


vine Law, we further:/Anfwer; } .:: 


+ - &. 9. By denying the Major, which is molt notoriouſly 


- falſe, and before it can be made good,” thoſe that inherit Mr. 
. Hookers Spirit, muſt'make good theſe things. re”: 

1..\That there 6. rhe ſame Reafon,. or Equity for Supers- 

ours final deciſion,and a Chriſtians ſubmiſſion as to hus Prattice, 


-f0'# final deciſion-ini things of -a "Raligious Nature, which 


. the Superiour Fudgeth" indifferent, andthe Inferiour,” (from 
« Arguments which i the Fudg ment of his particular Conftiente 


deci- 


- 


1-4 ""_ ether rt be famial its 2087 contrar n 
deciffon amongſh the Fews, and their ſubmiſſion to ſuch deciſi- 
0n,. in Matters beeween Blood and Blood, = and ples, 'treſ- 
paſs and treſpaſs, firokg and ſtroke ; which'appa there 
15 not, a: determination in the hatrerbeing abſolutely receſ- 
ſary for upholding the-Beings of Polzries, the Courſe, .and 
Orderof Jultice, the preſervation of Humane Society, and 
not making the World a Den of Thieves and Mortkerers, 
Bat-no ſuch things can be pretended for things in Religion, 
bythe Superiours -owned\jn their own: Nature, but indifte- 
rent, and fo left by God. Neither is there thei fame Equity 
or Reaſon for the /nferiours Submiſſion. For what harm 
could the Inferiour have by ſubmitting to the final deciſion. of 
the Prieſts, Levites, and Fudges, in thofe Civiltbings ? He 
might pofſibly-be inforced to put up a:wrongz +to-part with a 
little Money, -.or with ſome part of his Inheritancey. or ſuffer 
in caſe of, Blood. operatly,. which; was bis. die y\;a\lDivine 
Law : He.was in no danger, by fuch\ſubmiſſion; of damning 
his Soul, or wounding his Conſcience by finning againit God; 
though he might judge he were ſeverely, or unrighteouſly 
dealt with. He might pofſibly.think the pare contfarycr$ the 


deciſion: vvore juſt and right: But: what was beto:do 2r/No- 


thipg, .but. part: with his own RightincFemporal things for 
the ſake of publick Juſtice, .\and Ordet,- and1P&doe;-» which 
is every. good 'Chriftians-Duty, and, Choice::Aut::herewe 
are required todo ſomethings,” andthat.in ſoitkader g:thidg, 
as.Divine Worſhip; :which-if,wedo, we: ſhall viound\our 
Gonſctences,- run the hazard of Damnation bysfinbing, {o.fer 
as we can apprehend it. Cananyoneinhis wits fowl judge 
thefe two Caſes alike? If not, the Propoſition is falſe, There 
1$.3 manifeſt. Tranſition in che Argumentation from: the Law- 
fulneſs of things iof one kind, to. provertho Lawſulgeſ of 
Ahingy of a quitediffercnt Kindz:Natwre; and Infliance. 
- iS; 10... Further + toamake good dhe Propofitzon j».ifynul the 
;Proved,. T bat God bath under the Goſpthereted;ſuch a Court, 
for the. finel decifion of all Litigious und: Coutraverted: Caſes 
of liks Quabty. - For. certainit'is. that Old (Coutt wg 
where 


an Opin Yap 


whaveicd dhe To New? Nay, 5.4 Fae &. 
Pexſons Qualified Gps ha 8ny os, know 
= 40 the. High-Pr Jews, find an Urim and 
> ab, and HER ina ik Ay: tis their Judicature,) ſub- 
ject to, Fallibility, to be ſure , leſs than any now under the 
Goſpel. 1t was at Hieruſalew, or at Silob, at the place the 
Lord was to chuſe, where the Ark: was, and the Linnen Ephod, 
and the Urim and Thummim, that Hy orading, Judgment was 
to be made, no where elſe. Belides,,. all know that their 
High-Prieſt was the Type of Chriſt, who is The Truth; and 
to whom alone. now we reſerve Infallibility. 

The, Papiſts have a better plea in this Caſe than any Pro- 
teants4, becauſe they have provided for it, by Creating to 
themſelygs. an infallible Fudge, and, at leaſt, cheating them- 
ſelves with, ſuch a previous Foundatioh fit to Build ſuch a 


Srructuxe upon, _ N 


S. 11. We have ſhewed the vanity,of Mr. Hookgr's plex 
from-the Law, ge us bs now, what he ſaith from the 
Goſpel. He Obf erves,, tnat under that, the Spirit of God 
directed a Court for Fikal deciſion, AGts 19, The Cafe was 
this, Some who came from Judea, had taught the Brethren, 
that unleſs they were Circumciſed, they could not be ſaved; 
upon this,. Pau! and Barnabarwere ſent, with others, to meet 
and conſult with the Apoſtles and Elders at Hiernſalem abour 
this, Matter, Hear their Retna -v: 2.8. It ſeemed good 
tothe Holy Ghoft, dndzo us, to lay 4pon ou no freater burtbes 
than cheſs : neceſſary things ; That Foes af rom Meats of- 

Fered to Idols, and-from rhings ſtrangled, and from Fornica- 
thor, from which if you ſhall keep your ſelves, you ſhall do well. 
That in multiplying word we may..not lofe our, Propoſition 
from hence to be proved, it willnot be.amilſs here to repeat 
it, 
© That it is the Will of God, that in all Liti 7506, 4nd c01- 
rroverred Caſes of this us wality. ( Suppoſe pap 


the Superiour Jug eth & "Eg Commended 
own Nature, die erent, tho the faferiou {4 
&.: &#_ Ar- 


34 Whether it be Lawſul to a Contrary 

' © Arguments which'to him ſeem probable,judgeth them 

unlawful) 2 Inferiours ſhould -do whatſoever their 

Superiours Command, though in their own provate O- 

* pinion, it ſcemeth utterly to ſwerve from that which s 

R right, This Propofitioa is by Mr. Hooker made a 

Concluſion, to be taken de fide, vpon the Authority of this 

Text: The Aſſembling and determination of this firſt Conun- 
cil, The Argument muſt lye thus. 

* If the Spirit of God directed the Apoſtles and Elders at 
© Hieryſalem, in the Controverted Caſes of Circumciſion, 
* Fornication, and things Offered to Idols, and things ſtrang- 
6 led; to meet together, and to make a final determination , 
*inreference to Chriſtians Practice : And it were the Will 
© of God, that all pgivate Chriſtians ſhould do according to 
© their determination, 'thongh intheir own Opinions" utter- 
«ly ſwerved from that which was right: Then.it is the will 
* of God, that in all other Matters of Religious Practice, 
© that are Litigious, or Controverted, and of ſuch arr , 
« as the Superiour judgeth the doing of the things in Queſtt- 
* on, Matters of indiffterency , though 'the Inferiours judge 
«<them unlawful: That Superiovrs ſhould make a final dect- 
<« ſion, and private Chriſtians ſhould do according to their de- 
* terminations, though their determinations in-their agen 
4 5" » ſeem utterly to ſwerve from. that which is 
© right. - 

« But the Spirit of God direRed the Apoſtles and Elders at 
« Flieruſalem, in the Controverted Caſes of Circumciſion, 
«* Fornication,* things Offered to Idols, and things ſtrangled ; 
< to meet together, and tomakea final deciſton : And it was 
* the Will of God, that all Private Chriſtians ſhould PraQife 
« according to their determinations, though in their ownpri- 
* vate Opinions, they might ſeem utterly to fwerve from 
«that which is right ---- Ergo. 7 = 

Now, to this Argument, the Anſwer, we ſay, is not git- 
ficult, for neither Propoſition is true, or can be made good. 
But to ſyeak diſtinCtly. j 


$. 11, Firſt 


"'* feredeo Idols, was. - The Apoſtle, 1 Cor, 10, Judgeth it a 
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S. 11. Firit, we deny the Conſequence of the Aſajor, and 
thatfor theſe three Reaſons, 4 

1, There an apparent difference betwixt Apoitles, Men Hi 
Luided by an Infallible Spirit, and any other Superiours unque- 
ſtionably more Fallible than they. They could not err, the 
beſt Councel now may err, 

2, But Secoadly, there & a vaſt difference betwixt the ca- 
ſes mentioned in the Text, and other Litigiows, Controverted. 
Caſes of ſuch Quality, as Mr. Hooker mentioneth : Sor as 
there is no Arguing, from the one to the other. Thoſe men- 
tioned, As 15. arg by the Apoſtles called 74 #mwvayzs 
rn neceſſary; theſe we ſpeak of are confeſſedly «drape 
indifferent,and not neceſſary ; either conſidered in themſcives, 
or in reſpect of any Circumſtance abſtracted from the Swpe- 
rronrs Precept ; if it be ſaid, Thatone or two of thoſe things 
mentioned, 4s 15. were but indifferent, viz. To abſtain 
fromblood, and things ftrangled,. it is eaſily Anſwered, That 
athing may be neceſſary, either with reſpelF to ſore dirett pre- 
cept { as Fornication, and forbearing eating things firſt Of- 


participation at the Idolaters Altar) or with Reſpet+ to Cry- 
cumſtances, (and thoſe Antecedaneous to the. Superiours 
Precept) thus abſtaining from blood, and things ftrangled 
were, becauſe of the Jews, who by the Ceremonial Law 
co abolition of which they had not yet diſcerned'): were 
orbidden blood, and by reaſon of the Converted Gentils' cat- 
ing blood, were much eſtranged from, and hardened again(t 
the DoQtrine of the Goſpel. Therefore the Apoſtle calls 
them neceſſary ; not made ſo onely by their Command, ' but 
made ſo by this great Circumſtance, the doing of them hin- 
dring the Glory of God, and his great, Deſign-then on Foor: 
Now, to Argue from the Authority of Superiours to make 
a final deciſion, as to things ſimply nec ; 'as forbidden 
direQly by a Divine Law 3. Or Accidentally neceſſary (bes 
ing in their own Nature indifferent ) made fo by: ſome cmi- 
neat ſcandal, or miſchief, _ would plainly follow from 
di:{4 Our 
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our not difceding from our Liberty in ſuch things, eſpecially 
tad where tbe things required to be farborn, were before Ex- 
preſly forbidden by a Divine Law, ;We'fay, from-hente to. 
conclede the Authority of Superiours to make final decifiens 
in other matters, 8nd Command the doing of things never 
required by God's Law, and confeſſed to be,neither in thom- 
ſelves neceſſary, nor in reſpeCt of any other Circumſtance 
Antccedaneous to the Superiours Precept, is, ( with Reve- 
rence to Mr. Hooker and his Friends ) very wide Arguing, 
and ſhooting ata great diſtance from the Mark. vB) 

3. ButThirdly, Whar faith this Greve and Reverend-Sy- 
ned; From which if you keep your ſelves, you ſhell da well. 
They do not fay, Theſe things, though mndifferent in them- 
| ſelves, you muitdo, becauſe we have made them neceflary: 
by our command,though. you:in your private Qpinions judge 
fome of them utterly unlawful. But we fore-ſee ſome 
will fay, That although this Councel uſed a foft Expreſſion, 
yet it manifeſtly followeth, That if they did not abſtain from 
theſe things, they. ſhould do ii/. We Anſwer, that without 
Queſtion, if they had notabſtained, they had done ill, whe- 
ther the Synod-had-ſo determined or no. The, Councel did 
burdeclare what was the Will of. God, 5. e. That MMenmuſt 
not uſe their Liberty. in things indifferent, when the uſe of us 
wwll prejudice the Glory of Godin fo bygh a concern, . as that of 
Converting Saxls, The matter of the Decree here, was not 
a thing in-that ſtate of the Church,in that place indifferentAn- 
tecedaneouſly to their Decree, but what was..every Chriſti- 
ans Duty, precedent to the. Councels-determination. The 
Councel onely inſtratedthem in what was the will of God, 
not make it wecefſary by their Canon. - 

2. Again, they were things which the Chriſtians could got 
poſlibly judge Unlawful; nothing was required but ab faire 
o ,. either from ſuch: things as Gods word-at that preſent 
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them toabſtain from,or had:before Obliged-the Jews 
to in from. If the Chriſtiansjudged themſelves + 


berty wang Gags ftrangled, and blood, it was impoſ- 


bble yet, they judgeit finful not to eat of them, Now, 


None 
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none of us will das that in Contretertirel foch Quality, 
where knawn' nece ſary Duties are Comrovereed,” or chings . 
neceſſary eminently with /reſpett to ſome Circumſtantes appa- 
reut, and inevoidable ; hut it is the Wl of God, that the 
Church, ſhould conſult and declare the Will of God as to them, 
and Chriſtians onght to hearken, and do according to ſuch their 
Declaration. 

1. Principally, becauſe it ir the Will of God, * 

2. Becauſe of the Churches Auth-rity, Adviſing or Com- 
manding from Gotl; eſpecially if their. required PraQtice too 
reacherh no further than areſtraint of rheir Liberty, in doing 
ſome things : not doing things, which their Conſciences judge 
utterly unlawful. This is enough to ſhew the Vanity of the 
4.4 tion, or the Conſequence rather of the Major Propo- 
ition 

| F. 12, But neither is the 4ſſreprion true. No ſuch thing 
appcareth from As 15. Thatthe Chriſtians were bound to 


. do whar the Synod required { though in their private Opini: 


ons, the things required fwerved utterly from what was 
right. 58 to: As the things were fuch, concerning which we before 
Conſcience of none conkd ſodiQtate. ' So the Bleſ- 


ſed rod Avotie knew the mind of God too well, ro engage Chci- 


_ to Act contrary to the Opinion of their own Conſcien= 
Nor do we Read, that ever the Authority of this Sy- - 
——_— pee hos lc, iv his Epiſtle to the Corm- 
this, (W profeſſedly, and wu Fandles oke of thele 
Caſts,about ahomring Offered 30 1dots. th,he rell-the Com 
chrans any fuch as, {t is for ol wow to & 
ſuch things. Tf 6s mit ſelf a rhing indifferent, but = 
Superiours have decreed youfhonld not eat, therefore now ir is 
weceffary for you ner ro ext.y tht Councel of Hierufulew mads 
it neceſſary. No fuch thirtg, but he'uſeth Atpunents pre 
$0:Chriftians Conſciences om the Natoreof he thing ; ith 
Srandals TheConcernof Gads Cloty in thelt forbearance, 


- S, 13; Thus far wehave dealt with the) ur Ciowg ion 
for the Blind Obedience of ao” th thoſe vnf 
'n tisfied, 


"38 whether it be Lawful to AG Contrary 
tisfied, as to Conformity, are ſent upon all Occaſions, not 
onely to perſwade them that they may, but that they arc bound 
' roconform, and it is Sin and Scbiſm (and any thing) if they 

donot; and we hope, however ,unanſwerable, to- be pro- 
claimed : Yet the Candid Reader will judge that he is not 
ſuch 4 Lyon, but he may be taken by the beard, and that with- 
out an Inchanted Hand, Aulta videntar & dicuntur que 018 
ſunt, We have taken the more pains to Examine this New 
Di&ate of his about The Will of God, and his Argumentsfor 
it, becauſe ſo much hangs uponit, that it being proved falſe 
and abſurd, and his Arguments for it invalid, His Foko is 
of no further uſe, than to inform Men, and when that is 
done, they ſtill tand Obliged to ACt according to the abiding 
Opinion of their own Conſciences, 4 


F. 14. Thereis yet another Father, whom they much re- 
lie upon, but (far more ſparingly quote in this Caſe, and 
there is Reaſon for it) it is the Reverend Dr. Sanderſon (the 
late Biſhop of Linco/n )) a Man, who though we know. he 
differed from us, yet we mult give him his Character. That 
we have not, nor ever had ſuchanother Adverſary. ., He had 
preparatum peltns for an Argument; . and ſeldom determines 
a Queſtion but clearly, - and diſtintly, So as though we find 
. him ſomething againit us, yet we can underſtand him ſpeak- 

ing to the point, and clearly expreſſing what he ſaith, Let us 
therefore hear him, and where can we better hear him, than in 
his Book: of. Preleitions, concerning the Obligation 'of Con- 
nw There he ſpeaketh not by the by,, and collaterally, 

ft purpoſely to the Queſtion, Prele&. 6.. $. 16 He puts this 
Queſtion, What certarnty # required in the Alind of the In- 
. ferionr to ſecure himin Conſcients, that he « not bound by the 
Law of bi or? To Ln ro goons Fob Reef 

I. That if the Law be manifeſtly, . and notoriouſly unjuſt ; 
the” Subjelt may be ſore he is not. fo; byst ; which 4 ren 
if by a Moralcertainty he judgeth it ſimply unjuſt, having uſed 
all diligence to find ous the: Truth, This is the Caſe, what 
necdeth any more? But he goes on, | 
p_e bs | 2 If 
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' Error in Fudgment, of which 
, Obligation of | 
_ ror of his Adind, [e that he finneth, if be doth "not Obey ; 


| - LOS 
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2.1f be doth but think the Command unjutfrom ſome rooted 


be caihor eaſily quit bimſelf;The 
the Command abideth,, notwithſ} « 1ding the Ev- 


but be ſhould fin tn an hiober degree, if he did Obey,  Errore 


illo nondum depoſito, whiles he rhinks it unlawful. 


3. If a Man doth onely from ſome light Scruple or ObjefFion 
ſuſpe@ the Law unjuit, be ought to contemn that Seruple and 
Obey, | | 
Here isnow a Man fpeaks like a Divine, dearly, and di- 
ſtinly diltinguiſhing , betwixt a. demonltrative certainty 
or a certainty of Faith, and a Moral certainty ; betwixt the 
affent of a fixed Conſcience, and of an Opining Conſcience, 
and Scruple, or Suſpition, and determining Chriſtians Duty 
in all Caſes, and ſo ſolidly, that we believe there is nq valua- 
ble Non-conformiſt in Englaud but will. ſubſcribe what he 
ſaith ; Hedurft not tell us, We wft believer the Will of God, 
we ſbould ſubmit to the final deciſion of Supetionrs, though in 
our private Opinion it utterly. ſwerueth from that which is 
right ;, he underſtood Diviaity a little better. And this we 
think was his laſt Reſolve.in-the Caſe. If his firſt Concluſion 
reach not an Opining Conſcience, which we are ſure it doth 
(if probable Arguments be opgoſed to Revelation and De- 
monſtrations , for then a Moral certaint makes but an Opi- 
nion)) yet we weareſure the-Seconddoth. As tc both hede- 
termines, Ating unlawful; whichis all we contendfor, 


' 8. 15. But thore is another paſſage more vſuilly quoted it 


* this Caſe, . ina Sermon which that Revertnuuand-Learnedman 


hath on Rom. 14. 23. which we will conſider , though not 

half ſo valuable asthis, | | | SEES 
F- Becauſe but in a Sermon, whereihe ſpake to it collate= 
r : W | 64 0 TTY 6151) > ATLAS 
| 4 And.iq a Sermon. Preachedin'\his Younger: Years: But 
neither can-we find any thing there to their purpoſe, for, ha- 
ving there determined concerning /«'Conſcience: filly Reſolved 
abaut the unlawfnineſs of a thing, viz. That a Man canner 
| without* 


g o Pol hey it by Rey: T9  2F contrary 
wichont fin do the thing ſo by his Conſcience judged unlawful. 
.He __ in the - Ne Tn of a Moti Duty un- 
der a doubt.»g Conſcience { where we defirc the Reader to 
conſiders that he either comprehendeth the Opining Conſci- 
.£xce ynder the Notion of the Conſcience fully Reſolved, as one 
would think by that paſſage, F. 25. This is now where the 
" Conſcience apparently inclineth one way; but fay the Scales 
bang even, &c. Orelſehe quite leaps over the Opining Cor- 
ſcience, as-not ſo much concerned in his Text, F. 25, Be 
manifeſtly ſpeaks not' of it;- but of ſuch a Conſcience (as he 
expreſſeth himſelf) where the Scales bang even, and a Man 
cannot refolve which way he ſhould take. And again, Y. 29. 
Anſwering the Objeition: 1 cannot do it, it 15 againſt my Con- 
ſcience. He ſaith, It not ag ainft thy Conſcience, for, donbr- 
ing u properly an indifferent motion to either part of a Contra- 
dittion ; when the Mind us beld tm ſuſpence betwixt two ways, 
nncerearm mbich torake, when the Scales hang ever (as 1 ſaid 
before) in equitibro, This manfieſtly is not an Opining 
Couſcience, but perfefte dxbia, a Conſcience which per- 
fectly doubteth. Now, under ſuch a Complexion of Con- 

ſcience as to ſome matter of PraQtice he determineth, 
That if the Liberty of the Agent be. determined by a Su- 
prrionr Power +-- A Man #s bonnd in Conſcience to do 

the thing Conomanded. 


the.Godbend, &c. Tothis Dr. Sanderſon "fa oo 
| | ing, 
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thing, or ſpeaks quite. comrazy z.. for indeed -here the Con-. 
ſcience.is repugnant ; in-which Caſe, bke a good Proteſtant. 
Divine, he determines quite-contrary to-our Neoterscks, $. 

2g. That no Repett nor Circumſtance whatſoever can free ſuch 
an Altion from ſin.. 


$. 16; Wefind a late Caſuiit ſpeaking as honeſtly; It is 
Ms. Fxlwood ( whom the. Author of Toleration wot to be aba- 
ſed,.. declares bimſelf ſo much pleaſed with, that he aſſures - 
us, he is much of his Mind) and it is in one of the three 
Books he is in-fuch Love with, Entitulted, Sowe neceſſary 
and ſeaſonable Caſes, p.126. though he adviſcth,: Thee iz 
ſuch Caſes where things are Commanded, which the Inferiour 
Fudoeth unlawful, Men ſbould ſuſpeit their privare Judg ments, 
and read, and. ſeaxsh ftill yet, at latt,.(faxh he 5 5f he 
thing required appear to thee ſinful! fill, Thou art bound to 
the Peace of thy own Conſcience, Gatls Vice-gerent withen.thes, 
and thou mayeit not Obey, How come:we-then tobe Felons 
de fe. and) Sacrilegians 3: Stealing our: felves-out pfthe Mi- 
niſtry, when- this is plainly.the-caſt.: Nething <6uld be ſpo- 
' kenrmore @uly,Q'os-like ai Diving ziand: it! fpeaks:the -mwte 
honeſty in Mr. Fulwood, becauſe in ſaying thithe ſpake a-! 
gain{t himſelf, kicking. down all the good:Milk; which his: 
Canformable Brethren though he bad: given: in thoſe three 
Books... 97 oanglt tnil tote; 1 tiumoan qotyoCl 
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'S, 17, We find/agothen.Regetit Daitor, in a. Pamphlet,, 
called Pulpit Conceptions : 'Popalar deceytions 5, nibbling, and. 
but nibbling-at this moſt gnpartant Queſtion,. p. 61; He. 
forms an Objection thus... . & $514 To £ ills 

1 Bos, ſuppoſe 1 ſwnld Soruple my; Obedience, alnkiny my 

\. Supernenrs awpoſitions:talbe df ainf}- the Camindiaf 
' 1:1 God. Why, n this cnſe Tam Obliged to lay afide my 
' Sexuples, and to bring ſuch thaughts 3nto Captewieyts 

the Obtdience of Chriſt, who bath commaniled we-to 

Qbey thoſe that have the. Rule over we. Pulpit: Come 

.cepi. :Þt 62. | £ 03 739750 CL: obs 7A bb gps de 
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Mm Whether tbe Lenſul to aff Contrary 
© - - Right. But had-we been any of vs at this Dotors Elbow, 

who thus diftates, we would have told him, . Doftor, this 
hone will deny 'you; but they are not Scruples that are in 
-our way, but great Maſſie ſtones, called Dialefick Argn- 
ments; yea, almoſt Afill-ftones : that is, we have not one- 
ly a Jealouſie, or Suſpition, or Fear, that the thing may be 
unlawful : Burt weare as ſure of-it as we can be of any thing, 
that it is not piſl#s ſaid in Scripture, nor the Object of our 
Senſe, nor demonſtrable from certain and neceſſary cauſes. 
Good Dotter, ſpeak to the purpoſe; may we AQ againſt the 
Judgment of our Conſciences, made up from theſe, or no ? 
The Men you deal with in that Book are many of them Men 
of great Learning and Reaſon, whoſe Arfuments none in 
in their wits will think you have Anfwered in-that Book. 
What.ſhall bedone in this caſe, Doctor ?Speak tothe poit. 
Is there nothing to do,: but xp and ride your pace ? Where's 
the Srerrup, we ſee the. Whip, but we ſee not that. Scra- 
ploxs Doctor, you'know it is a little fore, a thing without 
-the Foot { much like an Fpſe diir forun Argument to prove 
.on ation Lawful) if a Man- irideed' hath ſuch athingin his 
ſhooe vexing his Foot; it is an eaſie thing for hifh to pulll it 
out, and cafe himſelf, and run prefently.- But ſuppoſe a 
Man hath the Got, or ſome 5mrinſick Humorr, which La- 
meth him'z is it-no more than to ſay, up, and Run? Good 
Dogtor, he muſt be cured firſt, Ihope. The Divines which 
you have to deal with, have ſuch impediments, sntrrinſick 
Arpaments,; which makettvthe utntawfolneſs of the things re- 
quired very probable tothem. If you will call them Scru- 
ples, they cannot help that, but'#hey are no more of Kin to 
them, than a grain of Sand is toa Mill-ſtone. They areready 
e:Argye the Caſe:with you at any fair Barr of any Reformed 

urchin Emepe.: 1. You'have their Arguments: Againſt 
Ser Forms of- Prayer to be impoſed upon all' Minifters, in Mr. 
Cortonr Diſcourſe arainſt Ser Forms, Apainit the' Ceremo- 
nies,. in Dr. - Ames his Freſb Suit, In the Diſpute again 
Enghſp Certmanies, in Mr, Bradfhew's Books. Againit Re- 
oraination, in R, A. his Letter to a Friend; Friated1661.and 
2 "915; 4 


' fo an Opining Conſcience. _ 43 
A Serioui Review of Pretbyters Re-ordination: by . Biſhops , 
Printed abovt the ſame time. As alſo. in Alrere Damaſce- 
num; upon the two-firſt Heads : Beſides many other Books 
they could never yet ſee Anſwered. | What ſhall theſe Men 
do? You hear what they ſay ; you ſay nothing, but rail at 
them, and conclude them peeviſh, wilful, ungovernable,with- 
out Anſwering an['Argumeat, but taking it for granted ( as a 
late Tyumphant Author ). that they think all Lawful,- onely 
Scruple oftending their Party, - Wilt you tell them as yau do, 
p- 61,62,63. That Melior et conditio poſſidenti#, He that 
1s in poſſeſſion hath the bentter Intereſt, and that he #s poſſeſſed 
of bis Right in Commanding, # unqueſtionable ; and therefore 
they are bound, in Conſcience, to;ſtand to his Command, till 
1t be evificed that bis command 1 of a thing that is ſinful, or a- 
bove/tbe Sphear of bis Authority, - Alas! they will preſently 
grant it you, with this difference, They will tell you, they 
will not ſay, their Superiour Commands things waich are 
apparently , and demonſtrably ſinful. But the things Com- 
manded are. ro them ſinful, being ſuch as their Conſciences ſo 
Judge;. and that from Arguments which appear to them 
highly probable, enough'to, beget in them a Moral certainty, 
You'gag them at the Preſs, what you can, but they have” 
found tynes from thence to tell you what thoſe Arguments 
are; whatis their Anſwer? You are a Company of peeviſh, 
faious, .Schiſmatical Fellows. 1s this Righteous dealing ? 
Orhad not theſe kind of Anſwerers, think you;need of ſome 
mcre Righteouſneſs than their own works, to jutifie them ? 
They will preſently,grant, That the Superiour is poſſeſſed of 
an unqueſtionable Right to Command in ſuch things, as God 
by his Word hath not forbidden, either by ſome particular. 
word, or by ſome[gencral Law, requiring every one to uſe. 
their Power derived from Gyd., for. goog,! for Edification, 
not fak Deſtruition ; to uſe it ſo, .as not ta deſtroy Saxls, for, 
whon Chriſt dyed. © And to all ſuch Commands, they profeſs 
themſelves ready to ſtand. + p Fon 
And further, when you have proved, that either the Ward 
of God, or right Reaſog GR the Superjour in a paſſer 
Jl 3 0 


44 Whetber it be Lawful to a& Contrary 
of a larger Right than this is. | They willtcll you, That-the 
King of Spain is in's poſſeſſion too of a Right toCommand ; 
ſo was Queen tary here in England, who Commanded ma- 
ny tbings, ſhe, or her Biſhops, or both 3 which Cranmer, 
Hooper, Ridley, Latimer, &Cc. in their Conſciences judged 
unlawfut; how was it Evinced (to uſe your term) to thoſe 
and other good Men, that what theſe their Superiours Com- 
manded, was unlawfat? "The Biſhops affirmed them Lawful, 
ſo that (according to'the Modern:Drinity) the anlawfulneſs 
of them could be but the'Sufferers privatc'Opinion, - and that 
againſt the Church. Did theſe Men fin, in not doing the 
things required ? Did they dye as Fools dye? Or did they 
do their Duty in chuſing to Suffer rather than ACt? If the lat-: 
ter, why may not others do the ſame ?. Will you ſay, bez: 
cauſe thoſe things to the Martyrs wereevince# unlawful. We 
ask, how were they evinced ? Did they plead/Scriptures a- 
gain{t thoſe things, and do not the Non-Conformilts do ſo 
now ? Had they not a.far greater appearance of Scripture. 
for Tranſubſtantiation, in that Text, Thw # my: Body, than: 
any can bring fot 4 - Liturgy, a Swvplis,” &c:' Wil you ſay,! 
the Scriptures'now pleaded,are wrelted,and-miſ-under{tood # 
Would not Bonner and Gardiner ſay fo then'? Shall the:Ma- 
giſtrate now dctermine betwixt the Biſhops and diflenters? 
amd had not Queen ary the ſame Right? Or (at leaft)ſhe 
and her- Parliament ? - See -where'you are,] Doctor, . Who. 
ſha} Judge whether your oppoſite Objections be :Scrupler,, 
Donbrs, ot' Opinions?" Shall the + Supreme Magiſtrate or the. 
Biſhops ?' Had not Queen Afary and her” Biſhops the: fama 
Right ? And then all thoſe Holy Men dyed, as the Papiſts ſay, 
as Rebels and: Traytors, and thoſe things were all ſdffered un 
vain,” You have na way/to-avoid this, .unlefs 'you will ſay,: 

een Mre>y andiher Biſhops were no -Superiours;: fot you; 

W, "Dus convenir dlicu qua tals, convenit onus tali. But: 
may be when this DotFor writes next,/he wilt think' himſelf 
Obliged to ſpeak ſtriftly, and not confound; a Doubting ,, 
Serupulons,and an Opining Conſcience. Any School-man, or 
Celvilt will ſhew*hitiithe Gifference betwixt _ » "F 
s 4 : v I » Ee 


$. 18. The laſt weſhall rake Notice of, ſpeaking .in thi 
Cale, is one, who calls himſelf [rineas: Freeman, 'ina Tren- 
Uſe tiled by him, The Reaſonableneſs of 'Divine Service, p. 
33. he reſ!eth us right, 'Tharthere are but a ftw Aftiops but 
are aifputable; and ------ in diſpatable Aitions; we muſt Obey 
our Superiours Commands, This is now right down, that is, 
There are very few Attions, but let our own Conſciences ſay 
what they will to us againſt them, if our Superionrs Command 
445 to do them, we muſt do them: Or ſay what they will 
for. them , if the Magiſtrate Command us to forbear 
them, we muſt farbear them." 'Im p. 15. Thoſe he had 
to deal with having ſaid, that it was not clear to them, That 
:t was Lawful for all Perſons at all times to limit themſelves in 
_ by any ſtinted Forms, This acute Author roundly tells 
tnem, Rt 
../& The Lawfulneſs of af} Action is not clear to him that 
<qJoudteth of its Lawfulneſs,not being certain that the Action 
*< is Lawful, nor yet certain that it is unlawful.: Bur yetſuch 
« a Man is bound to do the Action when Commanded by the 
« Magiſtrate. The Reaſon is, Becauſe itis certain the Ma- 
« siftrate'is to be Obeyed, Commanding Lawfol things, But 
6 it-is uncertain whether the thing .be unlawful; it is fafer to 
: 6, Obey doubtingly, than to difobey doubtingly.. 
- Now, in theſe words, there is either-a Nororiom Cheat, 
orelſe a Potion of Divinity, which taken down, will bring 
up all our Proteſtant Religion : If there be a Cheat, it lyes 
.inthaſewords, Doubting, end Certain, - A'Conſcience may 
be ſaid to be doubring;cither friftly,or largely. Strictly, Bilhop 
SO tals vs what a-doulging Conſcience is; when the 
- Mind is pendulous, the Scales hang even: a Man: hath as 
much to ſay forthe Lawfulneſsof an Action, as for the un- 
- awfulneſs. Largely, One- that is meerly Jealous, Scrupu- 
. tous, or Suſpitious of an Action,may be ſaid todoubt..., :- 
2, :One that is not fully perſ wndeds thing is unlawful, but 
upon Arguments, whithhe-judgeth ——_ he be- 
lieveth-it unlawful. Again, a Man maybe certaih of\a thing, 
by a certainty of Faith, believing 2 Ditine | Revelation, or 
by a certainty of Senſe, or ariſing from Demonſtration. 
' G 2 | 2. 
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5. Whetheritbe Lawſulto AG Contrary .- 
| 2. A Man may be Moerally certain, and of moſt things we 
have u@ other certainty than this latter, If this Author had 
not deſigned to cheat. his Reader, he would have ſpoken di- 
ftintly (as we ſhewed Dr. Sanderſon did ) when he ſpeak- 
«th of..Doubring, he mult either ſay nothing to the purpoſe, 
for he knows his Adverſaries have given him Arguments , 
which appear to them very probable why they Judge the 
things required unlawful. Or<elſe he mult mean, that if a 
Man hath any doubt, and be not fully perſwaded, that the 
Action is unlawful,though he hath never ſv many Arguments, 
which make it appear to him probably ſuch : Notwithſtand- 
ing them, he is bound to do the thing. Now, if this be his 
Sence, he ſaith that which is not to be made good by any but 
Mr. Hooker's Principles, beſore ſpoken to, and that which 
I will think never any Proteſtant ſpake before him. For his 
Rule of Tene certum, relinque incertum ; beſides that, it muſt 
be underitood of the two parts of the ſame Propeſition, not 
of two diitinit Propoſitions ( as he wrings it.) By his leavo 
that ts not uncertain, of which we are orally certain, 

Nor 3. ls it certain, or can be to any Sou},cither by F gith, 
or Mathematical.y, or Morally, That the Superiour 44 in all 
things to be Obeyed : Nay, the contrary is certain, Nor isit 
certain that hes to be Obeyed in things, which tbe I»ferionr, 
upon Arguments which he judgeth very probable, Fudgerh 
wnlawful for him to do, For his confoundifg the Notions of 
Diſputable, and uncertain, itis ridiculous ;. forif all things 
diſputable be therefore uncertain, becauſe they are diſputed, 
and. that by:ſome Learned Men too, whether the particular 
Soul, diſpute them or no. ;,Therc's hardly an Article of our 
. Faith will be left us cere4iz, or indeed any thing elſe but one- 
ly this, That we muſt Obey our Superiours. In the mean time, 
- Reader, Obſerve whither theſe Modern Gaſuiſts.are gri- 
ving. 


'I.' Therg are few. AGions (he might have added. .Propoſi- 

tions'too). 'bas, 4re wot Diſpurable,, Freeman, p. 33. - +++ 
2. In Diſputable : Ations we muſt Obey Superiaurs Comm- 

#and:, ibid. p.1s. * 


\ \ 3. Yep, 


fo an Opining Conſcience. 47 
3. Yea, we mult Obey, though 'we doubt, z. e. though 
vpon Arguments which to us appear very probable; we think 
- the things unlawful to be done, becanſe z# i certain ( ſaith 
Freeman) That Superiours are to be Obeyed in things Lawful, 
and in diſputable things it is uncertain that what «« required us 
unlawful, 
4. Ergo. There are very few Afions, but if we be Com- 
whided this or that part,let our Conſciences ſay what they wilt, 
we muſt do as we are commanded. | 


8. 19. Theſe now are Doftrines not fit to be openly, and 
p'ainly aſſerted in this Noon-day of Truth. Therefore the 
particular Judgments of Private Perſons, Founded'on Argu- 
ments, which to them ſcem very probable, and inferr a Mo- 
ral certainty,mult be confounded with the Notions of Doxbrs, 
| Scruples, Fears, Fealouſies, Let this DoCtrine obtain a lit- 
tle, and let the World Judge, if the exploded, brutiſh , ods- 
ous' Dectrine of Blind Obedience ( the Pillar, and Baſts of 
Popery) be not by ſlight of hand eſtabliſhed. *Fhe. Conſe- 
quence of- this DoQtine, if true; would be this; That Men 
need no more look to Scripture, to' fee-.wherher an Attion were 
Lawful or no, but look, upon it as the Will of God; to believe 
4 the Church believeth, and do as their Superiours command, 
without any regard to the command of God. Of this, more 
anon, 

F. 20. The Advantage of this Doftrine ( pretended ) is ' 
Peace, by which they can mean no more, than an outward 
Harmony in Action, 

2, The ſtretching the bounds of Morality, For, if two 
ſucceſſive Superiours Command. me the two contradigory 
Fartsjof the fare Propoſition: One Commands the to go to- 
*<Chufch :* Another, to tarry at home,and I am bound to Obey 
in things diſputable; it muit follow, that all things in the 
W orld that are diſputable, are indifferent. Now, there be- 
ing (as Mr. Freeman ſaith) few aitions not Diſputable.. It 
muſt follow, that thege are few Prattical Propoſitions, but a 

Many 


43 Whether.it be awful to a& contrary 
Man, as to them may/do what he liſt, take what part he 
pleaſeth; ſoall things ſhall become Lawful, But now-the 
woſul diſ-advantageof it, is, that he who practiſeth accor- 
ding to theſe Principles, 
I. Shall be ſure to have no Peace in his Conſcience, but 4 
continaal regret within bimſelf. 
' 2. He ww be at laft damned, For ( faith the Apoltle ) he 
that doubteth, is damned if he eateth, Rom. 14. Except ſ@me- 
body can prove what hath been impudently enough ſaid, Thet 
Superiours muſt another day anſwer to God for all the ſinful 
Attions which their Inferiours have done at their command, ( a 
Doctrine no Superiour hath cauſe to thank them for.) Nor 
is there any way to avoid the firlt, unleſs it were poſſible for 
Men to perſwade themſelves, as Mr, Hooker would have 
them, That it is the Willof God,that in Litigious and controver- 
red caſes of ſuch Quality, Men ſhould ſubmit to the judgment of 
final deriſron; though in their private Opinions they Fudge it ut- 
terly to ſwerve from that which ts right ; as to which we have 
ſaid enough. We therefore ſtick tothe Proteſtant Doctrine, 
| That it i not Lawful, under any circumſtance of Com- 
mand, to alt ag ainſt an Opining Conſcience, 
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CHAP: IV. 


The Bneſtion ſtated; Tt is proved, that it is not Law« 
ful to AG contrary to the Opinion of a_Mans parti- 
cular Conſcience, by five Arguments; becauſe the: 
particular Conſcience is the Proximate Rule of At; 
on , granted by all Divines. Becauſe of that Text, 
Rom. 14. 23. Becanſe it Subjets a Mun to conti- 
ual Terrors of Conſcience. The contrary Principle 
over-throws the Natural Order of the Souls Operati- 
on, and plucks up 4 great Pillar of the Proteſtant 
Religion, and would make the Scriptures and Ar- 
gumentative Books of little Uſe but to Torment 
Men. A 


F. 1, E come now to aflert our Propoſition, That it 
| 'V #5 noe Lawfub for any Perſon ro alk againſt an 
Opining Conſcience, i. e.'( as we have largely opened) That,, 
ſuppoſing a Perſon, though he hath not demonſtrative: Ar- 
guments, to prove thigor that unlawful, whick he is. required. 
todo - Yet if he hath formed up: a particular Judgment of 
Conſcience, from. Arguments, whickfeem to: him wery pro 
bable, 'ſo-a8 hecannot Anſwerthem, nor relt; ſatisfied in the 
Anſwers of others, while he fo judgeth, it isfinadd:wicked- 
neſs in him, eſpecially in/Matters which concern the. Wore 
ſhip of God;'-to do :that Ation, however required! of his. 
This we ſhall make good by ſeveral Arguments. 


F. 2. 1. To ſwerve from what God bathumade the Proxis 
mate Rule of our attions,is ſinful. But to alt contgary to the Opi- 
nion-of our own Conſciguces, is to ſwerve fram\whati God bath 
wade the Proximate Rule of our Atkions ++ Therefore it. is 
faful. The Afajor canwith no.Modeity be denyed ; for,wha 
is finy. pt. a Tranſgreſſiqn of, or dewstion; from. the Rule 


nx 
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our ations? The MM is as Evident, It is granted by all 
Divines we have met.with, both. Popsſh and Proteſtant, that 
the Praflical Conſcience is the Proximate Rule of our Actions; 
nor did we ever meet with it denyed by any Learned Man, 
And indeed it muſt beſo; For, That Gods Word and Law is 
the Remete Kale, muſt Leowned. Now, we would ask how 
we ſhall know what che Will of God in his Word #, but by the 
Judgment of our particular conſciences at laſt; be the Will 
of Godin it ſelf what it will: The Will of God to us \mutt 
be Interpreted as to PraGtiſe by our own F#dgments and appre- 
benſions, Hence Dr, Ames ſaith well, that he who acteth 
againſt his Conſcience, Interpretatively alts againſt the Will 
of God, And Filiucins ſaith right ; ſuch Ationsdeclare,that 
Men chuſe, and love fin : For ſo far asthey know what is fin- 
ful, they doſin; and if they miſs of finning in their Actions, 
it is but 4s the blind Man hits the Crew, there's no thank to 
them; out of choyce they fin: Jt # involantarily, if they do 
that which is right. No Action materially good, can pofh- 
bly be ſo formally, if done contrary to the Judgment of our 
Conſcience; becauſe it is impoſſible it ſhould have the con- 
currence of the Will, -whiles the Practical Conſcience ſaith 
it ought not be done. The Wil cannot will what it judgeth 
evil, it may indeed be miſ-guided by the Underſtanding, but 
it cannot will evil, ſub ratione mals; and ſo conſequentially 
cannot wi/lwhat the Conſcience telleth the Man he ought 
nottodo.. So as indeed it is buta Natural Principle, That the 
Prattical Conſcience ts, and muſt be the Proximate Rule of our 
aitions, ' Filiucius faith right, | that the Law of God, andthe 
Law of Nature reſpeQteth our Actions as they are free, which 
they cannot be, unleſs they procced 4 Principio cognoſcente, 
from a knowing Principle within our ſelves, We proceed 
to a ſecond Argument, .. 

''S. 3. That Principlegwhich a'lowed perverteth the whole Or- 
der of Nature in the operations of a Reaſonable ſoul, muſt be 
falſe. But this opinion, Thapit is Lawful for us to alt conra- 
ry to what appears to ws Lawful, from-probable arguments, 
beryerteth 


pervert@h the whole Order of Natyre in the Operations of a 

Reaſonable Soul --- Ergo. The Mfr nedeth no proof to 

any who will believe, that it is not the Will of God, a-Man 
ſhould, be Metamorphoſed into a Beaſt. So that all our bu- 
fineſs mult be to prove the Minor. To whigh purpoſe letus 
but take a view of the Nobleſt Empire in the World, I mean, 
that of Reaſon in Man; and Obſerveth the Order which 
God hath (by the Law of Nature preſcribed) by which 
Reaſon, fitting as a Queen, ſhould Rule there. 

'The Will is the great inter in this State, the great 
wheel, which by its imperate Acts moveth the whple Man. 
The Object of it is Good or El; about theſe two it is Exer- 
ciſed, chuſing the former, refufing the latter, and then Com. 
manding all the Inferiour Faculties of the Soul, and Mem- 
bers of the Body, to move according to its [Judgment and 
Choice, The Phzlopſoher telleth us, The Will ts blind, and 
that its work is ney to keep its Seat, and Judge, and Com- 
mand. The Underitanding ſerves it with the Notion of 
things that takes cogniſance of them, diſcerns, and repre- 
ſents them as true, or falſe; whether reference to Specula- 
tion or Practice, The Underitanding in its work is ſcrved 
by the Tnterior and exterior Senſes, So then this is the Or- 
der of the Ceaſonable Soul in Man, whereas all Objects are 
either Senſible, Rational, or Spiritmal, The exterior Sen- 
ſes, the Eye and Ear, &c, bring Intelligence of ſenſible Ob- 
jets. The Fancy, Memory, and Imaginative Power bring 
Intelligence of ObjeQts proper to their Sphear. The Under- 
ſtanding takes notice of all Propofitions thus brought in to it, 
diſcerneth them, and judgeth wen Fits them, whether they 
be true or falſe according to Principles of Senſe, Reaſon, and 
Revelation, according to the variety of the Matter ; upon 
this the Will maketh its choice. Thoſe which the Under- 
ſtanding diſcerneth rue and good, it willeth-and chuſeth ; 
what iz diſcerns'falſe and evil, it refuſetk, nillete,” and re- 
jecteth; and accordingly Commandeth- the Soul: to believe, 
or not believe; to love, orhate; todeſire, or flee from what- 
ſoever the Underſtanding diſcerneth, and judgeth evil and 
A ITY "= noxious, 


52 Whether it be I awful to 28 Contrary © 
noxious. Here now is«the Government of a Reaſonable 
Soul. Now, ict us Obferve tow gii'ty the Priticiple'weop- 
poſe is of Treaſon and Sed:tion againit' this” Noble Govern: 
nent of the Sou inliituted in it by God bimifeif,  Wecannoe 
make a better Par , than by putting 3 particular caſe, 
Svppole this the Propoſition, 

It is, or it is not Lawful for Perſons once Ordained to be 
re-ordained, . 

The Caſe now is to be Judgcd in the Court of Reaſon, 

1. The Senſes bring in this Propoſition; as what they have 
ſomewhere ſcer or heard to be brought into Practice. Upon 
this the Court of the Reaſonable Underſtanding taketh cog- 
niſance of it. The Underſtanding -diſccrns it a Propoſition 
zelating to /nftituted Worſhip, and that the Truth concerning 
it, is to be determined, not from Principles of. Senſe, or Prin- 
ciples of Natural Reaſon; but from Scripture and 'Reaſot 
working upon things Revealed, and comparing things Spiri- 
tual with Spiritual, The Eyes thereforeemployed to Read 
what can be. The Ear to hear on all ſides what is ſpoken 
about it. The Fancy or Imagination is. alſo ſet on; work'to 
find out Mediums to prove-the one part or other, and ſo'the 
thi g cometh with all theſe helps-to be,Diſcourſed by the ſoul 
within it ſc1f, Then the Vnder/tanding diſcertiethand judgeth 
which part of the — is true, and conſequently, fit 
to be Practiſcd;, which is falſe, and fit to be rejeted. It 
either concludes one part Demorſtratively, and certainly falſe, 
or probably, and in. all likslihood falſe ;. or elle it hangs in 
equilibrio, not knowing what to determine. In' the preſent 
Caſe we ſuppoſe the Vnderſtanding to bring in its report if 
this Senſe, _ | 
. As tothis' Practical Queſtion, Whether it be . Lawful for 

thew, who by: Minifters have been Qrdained- and made 
. Miniſters, ta be re:07dained, and made, firſt, . Deatons, 
| then Fries. Boſoeps. etoaog tes $0 ED... 

Ihaye donemy bet to try. the Truth or Falſhood of either 
paxt. The: Eyes and Ears have given me an account ot what 
they haye ſect in any Books, :or heard from'any Diſc poande 
Learne 
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Jeapned Men. about it. - The Fancy hath alſo been employed 
to. weigh, -and conſider Fappoſians to conſider Arguments 
brought by others on one' {1de, and the athe; and deviſe Afe- 
drums far one part, and for the other. Now, upon my ut- 
moſt Judgment of the thing from weighing Arguments-on .all 
ſides, it is not demonſtratively certain, that th's Propoſition 
is falſe. That Perſons,once Ordained, may not, be re-ordained, 
and that a Sukmyon to ſuch a re;ordination would be finful : 
Bur it doth appear to,me-very:;probably ſo.; I cannot Anſwer 
the Arguments .which I have thought on, or others have 
brought to proveit ſo; and though I dare not arrogate in- 
—_— to.my ſelf,-and determine the Arguments I have 
for the Negative unanſwerable; ;yet.I can find no Anſwer I 
can acquieſ(ce in, and ſo far as I can judge, it'is ſinful; and will 
certainly iſſue in. horror af- Conſcience, or Eternal Danmnati- 
on, or both, \without pardoning Mercy, Now, the buſin{fs 
is ripe for the Wis Election, What ſhall the Will do ? Shall 
it, can it (notwithſtanding this) chuſe the- thing, and com- 
mand the ſoul, to will, deſire, embrace it, or the outward 
Aantodo it, becauſe it is Commanded. - If this be not; to 
turn.a'Manintoa Beaſt, to. turn the Rational ſayl out of doors, 
and ſet a Man with his-heels upward, and to peryert the Na- 
tural Order of the Souls Operations, we know not what 
4s? "od vita FI ts, 


+ In all Lawful things it 15 nete({[ery | Petoanr s.. : 
 Now,,ithindgs vat. forthis's -0 in gh, thisis the Que- 
ſion, whetherqhe thing beLawful or.ga; TheSoul jug 
otherwiſe. Now, we would gladly.know. gt pur Mo 
Caſuiltss MWikerhgr be far, art TAG | 
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54 whether it be Lawful to AT Contrary 
ro move according to the diltate of the Vnderitanding, ie be 
poſſible that a rational Soul without preſumptuou ſitmng, and 
offering violence ta the very Law and Principles of Humane 
Nature, ſhould, will, chuſe, command, or allow a thing ſo 
repreſented toit as before, probably unlawful. What we can- 
not apprehend good, I hope we cannot will it, for this were 
zo will evil under the Notion of evil (a thing Naturally im- 
poſſible.) Now, how ſhallit judge that good ( being, to take 
all its Evidence from the Intellect ): which the underſtand- 
ing judgeth falſe, and naugfit? Will any one ſay, that it is 
poſſible that from extrinſecal Arguments (ſuch as the Autho- 
rity, and Teitimony of Men, the Will and Command of 
Superiours ) &c. ir may judge that true and good, which 
from intrinſecal Arguments, it judgeth falſe and naught. This 
is indecd the Feſaites DotFrine, ( Yet they will not allow a 
nreduns mmperinm, a ſufficient Topickin the cafe ) 
but as was ſaid before, it is juſtly abominated by all Prote- 
ſtants, of what ſort, ſize, or perſwaſion ſoever.. 


S. .5. Exabundanti, if any will be fo vain, as to ſay, the 
foul hath watrant enough to judge the thing probably Lawful, 
becauſe Superiours bave Commanded it; when in the mean 
time from Argamentsappearing to it'very probable, it judg- 
eth it ſinful and unlawful. We would gladly know, from 
what Principles it ſhould form ſuch a Judgupent z. the Princi- . 
ple muſt be one of theſe. " EE: 

I. 'Either theſe Swperionrs are Infalkble, ſo am not T in rhe 
Exerciſe of my Reaſon. Soinded the Papiſts hold, as to the 
Pope, and ſo maybe juſtified in their perverſe Judgments in 
this caſe from that Maxime, Es dJowe *SoIi[os T' dna tradlas; 
Granting'one wr 0 thouſand will follow : But all Pro- 
teſtants reſerve'Infallibility from/him, whois Truth, it: ſelf, 


and'deny it toany Creature: ' © | | 

z. It muſt therefore be this Principle ; Though Superiours 
be fallsblt,, yet it is better their Judgments ( though in fol- 
oyiog them. therebe a danger of a troubled Conſcience, and 
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apous, Rational'Soul ſhould ſo Judge ? This being neither 
ſcaſibly, nor rationally demonſtrable : It is impoſſible that 
the Soul thould apprehend any ſuch thing but upon Revelar#» 
-69, It mult teerefore ( as Hooker ſaith ) appear to be The 
will of God; and to that (as to the higheſt Reaſon (if it 
can be ſhewed) Reaſon Sanctified and Regulated by Religi- 
on, will ſubmit. Aut alas who ſhall ſhew us any ſuch Text ? 
Ante retro Simoeiagftluet, 8&c, Will they urge Rom. 13.. Let 
every Soul be ſubjett to the Higher Powers, and other Texts 
of the like import. We allow the Scripture, we ſay, the 
matter to be our Duty, but we ſay, it mult be in things whicb 
do not appear to us ſinful and wickzd ( this were to ſet up ſome 
higher than the higheſt?) Otherwiſe the Apoitles, As 3. 
much erred, notonely in their Practice, but in-their Princi- 
ple too there laid down, Jt i berter_to obey God than Man: 
In vain had they ſaid that, if every Obedience to Man as a 
Superiour were, eo nomine, Obedience to God, will any fay? 
But this was where a Magiſtrate Commanded a thing unlawful. 
How did that appear, but by the diftate of their Conſeciences ? 
It indeed now doth otherwiſe appear to us, becauſe the Scrip- 
ture ſo repreſents it fince written; but how did it appear to 
them otherwiſe? Why might not the Magiſtrate have then 
told them, as ſome now Interpret that revealed will of God 
to us, He that donbteth, is damned, if he eateth; that is, 
(except his Superiour Commands him to eat.) And why 
might not Nebuchadnezzar have told the three Children, It is 
true, God had forbidden them to Worlſkip Graven Images, 
but it muſt be underſtood, excegr the Magiſtrate Commanded 
them ſo to do: But this Objection is too ridiculous to Anſwer 
further, Let this be enough for our Second Argument. 


S. 5. We proceed toa Third Argument, which we form 
us | 


For any Perſon to do that inthe doing of which he can ne- 
ver have any quiet, and peace in his own Conſcience, u ſinful 
and wicked, + 

But for a Man to Aft ( under any Cirenmſftance ) contrary 
| | 40- 
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#0 the Opinion of his own Conſcience, ts to do that, in the do- 
" ung of which he can never have any quiet, and Peace un bu 

own Conſcience, --- Ergo, | 

We are much at loſs to fancy which Propoſition any cap 
be hardy enough todeny. Will any deny the Major ? Sure- 
ly Charity begins at home and every Man, in the tirit place, 
is bound to keep Quiet within himſelf, if he can, Thos art 
bound to the Peace of thy own Conſcience, Thou canſt not 
Obey (faith Mr. Fulwood, in the place bEfore cited) a very 
remarkable Sentence for the Author of the Dofrine of 
Schiſm, to think upon profeſſing ſo much oneneſs of mind 
with Mr. Falwood, in that Book ) and certainly, he is the 
oreatelt Self. deitroyer in the World, that doth not firſt look 
in his Actions, to ſecure the Peace of his Conſcience. Next, 
throwing a Man's ſelf into Hell, the greateſt miſchief he can 
do himſelf, is to ſet his Conſcience upon a continual belch- 
ing in his Face, 


S. 6. For the Minor : Itis as plain, for he muſt have a 
dull, a very dull and lazy Conſcience, that will let him A& 
contrary to its Judgment, and yet be quiet, and not conti- 
nually tell him, thou ſubjecteſt thy ſelf to the wrath of God, 
thou ſinneſt wilfully, preſumptuouſly ; and there is nothing 
remains for thee, but either a quick Repentance, a ſorrow 
for what thou haſt done, and a leaving off to do it any more; 
or a certain dreadful looking for of Divine and fiery Indigna- 
fion, - 


S. 7. Willany ſay, wky ſhould not a Man's Conſcience 
be as unquiet while a man contrary to the Command of God 
for Obeying Superiours,' doth not Obey them? The Anſwer 
is cafie, No Law of God Obligeth a man to) Obey Superi- 
outs in things which heverily believeth are unlawful ; about 
other things we have no Diſpute. This Argument is ſo Evi- 
dent, as it needeth not more words, We therefore proceed 
'to afourth, | h | 


S. 8, He 


' &. 8: He that doubteth is damned, if ke eateth ; and what- 
ſoever is not of Faith, is ſin, Rom. 14. 23, 

But he who doth that, which upon probable Arguments he. 
verily believeth unlawful ; doubteth,. and yet attethnd atteth © 
not of Faith, =---- ergobe ſinneth, is damned, &c. 

The Propoſition is the Apoſtles, Row, 14. 23. therefore 
not to bedenyed; but yct we find ſome, who will not allow 
ita Propoſition of immutable Truth, but with ſome Circum- 
ſtances, Thats ( as they expound themſelves ) if the Per- 
fon be ſai juris, at Liberty, and Perfelily in his own Power, 
not required to do the thing, by the Command of his Supe- 
riours, of the Lawfulneſs of which he doubteth : But'( ſay 
they) if the Superiour Commandeth, .then he who doth the - 
thing, (though hedoubteth of the Lawfulneſsof it) runneth - 
no guilt, no hazard of Damnation, Now, we would faia 
believe this if we could, for it would eaſe us of many per-. - 
plexing thoughts, but we cannot, for theſe Reaſons, amongſt 
others. - | 


F. 9. Firt, becauſe what the Apoſtle ſaith, ſeemeth to us 
but to be accordingeo the Law, and Order of Nature in a ra- 
tional Soul, That the Underſtanding ſhould firſt repreſent - 
that as true, and good., and therefore Elzgible, which the. 
Will thould chuſe, AN 


F. 10. Becauſe it ſeemeth to us poſſible by admitting their. 
Interpretation to elude the whole Law of God, . and make any 
thing Lawful. For what Reaſon can there be, why what 
God ſaith in one place, ſhou!d be underltood with that limi- 
ration, and not what he ſaith in another?- Why may wenot- 
Venerate Images, 'Go to Maſs, Pray for the Dead, Prophane 
the Sabbath, V/c Ol, Spittle, Cream, &c. in Baptiſm, if 
the Superiour Commandeth, as well as wear 4 Surpli, uſe 
the Croſs in Baptiſm, &c. Doth any one doubt whether 
thefe things be Lawful or no, or upon probable Arguments, 
betieve the contrary? Andis he re{trained by this Text? Not 
at. 
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at all by this Interpretation ; if Superiours Command theſe, 
or any of theſe: things, will any ſay, That this Text ſpeaks 
of things onely in their own Nature indifferent? We ask, 
who ſhall Judge what thoſe things are ? Shall the Superiour ? 
If ſo, what we ſaid, holdeth; for it is not to be preſumed, 
he would Command them, if he judgeth them ſinful. Shall 
* the Inferiour? He-Judgeth them from probable Arguments 
Unlawful. | 


8. 11, Thirdly, Becauſe { whatſoever ſome Modern Do- 
Ctors ſay) We ſee no Scripture Tranſlating the guilt of any 
Perſonal Attion of ours to our Superiours, which in Reaſon we 
ſhould find, if his Command would Fuſtifie us, in doing any 
thing we judge wicked, Eſpecially conſidering, that whether 
we Judge it right orno, it may in it ſelf be ſinful, and tbere- 
fore we had need have our Souls ſecured, as to the guilt of it. 
We think, with the Apoſtle, that Sins an Anomie; a tranſ- 
oreſſion of the Law, by Omiſſion, or Commiſſion, or Non- 
conformity, how we believe, that there is an inſeparable 
Suilt which: he cleaves to every Omiſs107 or Oblique Attion: 
every fin bindeth over the Poer or Omrter to an Eternal 
death: and want one Scripture to prove, that the fin, or Per- 
ſonal Obliquity of an Inferiour Action, ſhould be Tranſlated 
to the Superiour, and ſet upon his ſcore: Thus while ſome 
deny Chrtiſts imputed Righteouſneſs, they have deviſed anew 
DoGtrine of Imputed guilt to the Magittrate or Superiour ; 
a Doctrine which no Superiour will thank them for, that un- 
derſtandeth the weight, of Divine wrath. for ſin. We have 
heretofore heard, that Superiours may make themſelves 
ovilty of fin, by Commanding others to fin : But that the 
Suilt of the Inferiours Perſonal Aion, ſhould alſo be Tranſla- 
ted from him, and that not toChr:/?, but to the Superiourzis 
a Novel, idle Fancy, a brutiſh, and irrational, as well as 
vaſcriptural figment, and ſuch a one, as if admitted, would 
make the Crowns of Kings, and Metres of Biſhoprnot worth 
taking up in the Streets: Let God therefore be true, and 
theſe New Diviners all Lyars; God hath faid, That Soul _ 
s Þ ns, 
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fins, ſhall dye, and that every Soul ſhall bear its own Iniquity ; and 
iniquity that muſt be (if Sr. Fobx deſcribes fin right ) whatfo- 
ever isa Tranſgreſſion of the Divine Law. 

S. 12, Fourthly, We cannot admit of this Interpretation, be- 
cauſeof What followeth in the Apoltle, Whatſoever us not of faith, 
& fin. By Faith, ſaith Dr. Sanderſon, in his Scrmon on Rom. 
14.23. is meant, © 4 Certain perſwafion of the Mind, that 
* what we do, may ' Lawfally be done; that (aith he) what- 
*© foever Attion 1 done by 1s, either direftly comrary to the Fudg- 
* went and YVerdilt of our own Conſciences, or, at leaſt, doubting- 
*ly, and b:fore we are in ſore competent meaſure aſſured that ws 
*© ay Lawfully do it ; that ts it which St Paul here denyerh to be 
* of Faith, and of which he pronounceth Jo peremptorily, that it 
© x5 (co nomine) ſin, Now, weare ſure, that he who doth a 
thing at the Command of others, which ſeemeth to him ( from 
probable Arguments) unlawful, cannot, in this ſence, do it of 
Faith, 4, e. with no competent perſwafion of. the Lawfulneſs of 
it, with ro certainty, etther- Supernataral, Mathematical, or 
Moral, The Vanity therefore of this limitation being diſcove- 
red, we hope the Propoſition will and good. 

S. 13, For the Af:ner, he who denyeth it, muſt ſay, That 
he who Opineth doth nos doubt, which indeed we think-ftriily he 
doth not; for he hath, as we ſaid, a oral certainty, but that 
doth but raiſe the Argument to 4 fortiors : If he, whoſe Conſci- 
ence is pendulous, and who hangeth in Equilibrio, is damned if 
he doth the thing, of the Lawfulneſs of which he doubteth ; then 
11s he much more damned, who doth verily think the thing-un- 
lawful, and yet willdo it, But in the largeſt Notion, Opining 
is a Species of doubting ; and if that Text of the Apolile be true, 
of Doubting, in any ſenſe, it mutt be in that ſenſe, which is of . 
all, the higheſt, We are able to diſcern no chink, at which our 
Adverſaries may creep out from the Priſonof this Argument, but . 
ſhall leave it, attending to any thing they ſhall any of them here- . 
after offer in Anſwer to it, | 

$: 14. Ournext Argument ſhall be this. 

That Principle which deſtroyeth the Pillar and Foundation of the 
Proteſtant Religion, u not to be granted by thoſe who own that Re- 
ligion. | 
"Is toafſert it Lawful under any Circumſtance, to- Alt contra- 

b; 
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ry to the Opinion of a Mans own Conſcience, deſtroyeth the Pillar 
and Foundation of the Proteſtant Religion --- Ergo, 

We confeſs this is but Argumentum ad howines, and concerns 
not tnoſe whoſe bufineſs is to oppoſe, and Root up the Religion 
of Proteſtants; but we are ſpeaking to Proteſtants, who cannot 
deny the Propoſition. 

For the Aſſumption, all that we have to do, is to prove that 
the Aﬀerting of this Principle, deltroyeth, at leaſt, one of the 
Foundatior's of the Proteitant Religion, as it ſtands diſtinguifhed 
from Popery, Th's is that, which Divines call The Zudgment of 
Private and Prattical Diſcretion, Divines ſay, there is a three- 
fold Judgment concerning Propoſitions of Truth. 

1. The firſt is A#Fhoritative, or Newothetick, This belong- 
eth onely to God; all the Men in the World, all their Opinions 
and Arguments cannot add « Cubit to the ſtature of Truth, nor 

make an hair of its Head cither white or black. 

2. The Second is HMimſterialzand Declarative, This belongs 
to the Church (in the Scriptural Notion of it.) The Apoſtle 
therefore calls her che Pillar and ground of Truth: She keeps the 
Sacred Records, and when there is a doubt about any portion of 
them,Minilterially declareth what is the Truth. 

3. The third Divines call, The Judgment of Private and Pra- 
ical Diſcretion, This, Proteltants ſay, belongs to every pri- 
vate Chriſtian, who, by his own Conſcience, ( uſing the belt 
means firſt which he can for the Information of it) is to deter- 
mine (as to his own belief and Practice, what is true, and Law- 
ful. And indeed here lyes the great difference betwixt the Re- 
ligion of Papiſts and ProteFtants, The Papiſts will not allow 
the Private Chriſtian to Judge of Truth with reference to his own 
Practice, but Obtigeth People To believe as the Church believeth, 
and defendeth Blind Obedience to Superiours as Chriſtians Duty. 
They make it Lawful for Men, contrary to their own Judgment, 
and the DiQate of their Conſcience from intrinſick Arguments, 
to Practice according to the Opinion of one or more DoCtors,and 
neceſſary to Obey all the Decrees of the Popes, and the Com- 
mandsof Superiours, if things be not apparently and demonitra- 
tively unlawful, It may be one Adrianu: or another, or two 
may enter their diſſent to this Brutiſh Doctrine, but they do ge- 
nerally agree it, and this is Fons & Origo mali, The _ rit 
| thing. 
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thing to'be taught theig Profilytes, ( as ſilence was in the School 
of Pythagoras,) Hence their vernacular Bibles are burnt, and 
all their other Doctrines are calily ſwallowed, The neceſſity of 
an Infallible Judge is Concluded, &c. 

$. 15, On the other fide it iseſſential to a Proteſtant to be free 
and in Bondage to no Man, nor as to his Practice to be guided 
by any but God alone, and his own Conſcience, and his Superi- 
ours Commanding him what his own Conſcience firſt perſwades 
him to be neceſſary, or, at leaſt, Lawful, He who denycth 
this, and pretendeth to hate Popery, doth but abbor Idols, and 
commit Sacriledze. Nay, he doth indeed but deny that in words, 
which he owneth, chuſeth, and preferreth;z nor is it poſlible, 
there ſhould. be greater Factors for Popery in any place, than 
thoſe that perſwade Men, that it is Lawful for them under 
what Cireumltances they can Imagine to At contrary #0 the Ops- 
ion of their own Conſcience, and do what (from which to them 
feem very probable) ſeems utterly ro. ſwerve from that which 
right, (to uſe Mr. Hooker*s Phraſe.) 

S. 16, Now, let any p'uck up this Flood-gate of Private and- 
Praltical Diſcretion, and tell us what ſhould hinder moſt of the: 
abſurd Doctrines of Popery coming in upon us like an overflow 
ing Flood, if ever we ſhould be ſo miſerable ( which is not a 
thing impoſſible) as in Future Ages, to have a Superiour that 
ſhall Command the receiving of them, or Practice according to- 
them. As to the falſhood of moſt of them, we have but a Afe- 
ral certainty, at leaſt, our perſwaſion mult be Judged no more 
according to the Modern Divinity ; for how«an we be Infallibly, 
and demonſtratively certain in things, as to which ſo great a part 
of the World is of another mind, and ſo many ſuch Learned Men, 
as Bellarmine, Stapleton, and an hundred more, who diflent 
from us? Beſides, as.we-ſhewed before, we are told, that in 
Dsſputable things, we can have but an Opinion of one part. And. 
this we take to be a Meditation worthy of thoſe Honourable Per- 
ſons among(t the Nobility and- Gentry of England, who, have 
ſhewed their Zeal ſo much of late againſt that Religiows Pagean- 
try of Rome. If any doubt whether Chriſtians have ſuch a Pri- 
viledge given them by God, as this of Private and Prattical Di 
ſeretion 33 let them conſider thoſe Texts, 1 Theſ. 5, 21. 1 John 


3; 1, uſually quoted for it; and but Read what Biſhop Davenazr, 
| I 2 in 
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in his moſt Learned Treatiſe, De Zudice ex Norma fidei, anda'l 
other Proteſtant Writers have ſaid for it. W hoever.plucks up 
this Hedge, we underſtand not if he doth not feel the Romsſb Ser- 
pent quickly biting bim by the heel; and we cannot but think that 
Man will be Car/ed, that goes about to remove this Lanud-mark 
of all Proteſtants; and cry out to our Superiours, in the words 
of Solomon, Prov. 22.28, Remove not the Ancient. Land-mark,, 
which our Fathers have ſct. I wk 

$. 17. We might further add, that the admiſſion of this ab- 
ſurd and brutiſh principle, that if a thing be not apparextly and 
demonſtratevely ſinful, it is Lawful for Men to ACt contrary to the 
Opinton of their own Conſciences, repreſenting it to them ( from 
Arguments, which ſcem to them very probable) unlawful. All 
Books of Topicks, as to Matters of practice, all Argumentative 
Books in Divinity would be of no Uſe at all, but noxious, and 
miſchievous rather : Yea, the Holy Scriptures:themſelves would 
be of very little or no uſe for the uſe of Argumentative Diſ- 
courſes, in any Science or Diſcipline is to make a propofition ei- 
ther Demonſtrative, or Probable to us. Yea, this is the uſe of 
the Holy: Scriptures, as they inform us of Truth. Things are 
Demonitrable to us upon the Evidence of Revelation, Senſe, or 
Reaſon, (indeed the firſt is improper, for the certainty ariſing 
from Divine Revelation, is called Faith, not Demonſtration,or 
Demonttrative certaitity, but it is quiddam majus, what is cer- 
tain to us upon a certainty of Faith, or Demonitrative Reaſon, is 
not ſo Ordinarily in a moment, This Certainty is Ordinarily 
hatched out of Topicks, and molt Propoſitions even of Divine 
Truth uſually: at firſt appear to the Soul probable, before they 
appear indubitably certain. The Gray hairs of that other cer- 
tainty ( which is diſtinguiſhed from oral Certainty) rarely 
grow upin a Night. This being granted, which every one expe- 
rienceth. Suppoſe but a Conwecation, or a Colledge of Superi- 
ours, todetermine de Ownibxs agendss, of all things to be.Reli- 
giouſly Obſerved, and done. To what purpoſe ſhould any read, 
pr ſtudy any Books-for the diſquiſition of Truth, as to any part 
of a Propoſition; for when he hath done,ſo long as the thing to be 
done appears to him but probably, Lawful, or prohably unlawful, 
which it mult do before it appears to him indubitably, and out 
of all Queſtion the one, or the other, he is according to this 
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Opinion bound in Confcience (if he be by Superiours Command- 
ed). to do\quite contrary to: what he Judgeth Lawful, if he be 
not.igdubitably'certain' it: is unlawful, What need.he Read 
and tudy.the Scriptures; :as-to Matter of Practice ? When he 
hath found out the moſt he can there, ſome or other will diſpute ' 
the Truth of what he thinks he hath found out; and if ſo, it is 
diſputable;. and. if it be diſputable, his Notion is not indubita- 
ble: (according to this Novel Doctrine and hevig bound to: do 
what he is bidden.:. So as his Notion ſhall be cruſh'd in the Egg, 
and never be ſuffered to hatch into a Demonſtration, or indubi- 
table certainty,and all his Reading for the finding out of thetruth, 
ſhall ſerve for nothing but to torture him, with a continual re- 
oret, and checking of Conſcience, which will never let a Man be 
quiet whiles he Acteth in Repugnancy to it. Will any ſay yet, 
he ſhall do. well to Read, to perſwade. himſelf of the Lawfulneſs 
of what he is Commanded. Suppeſe another Superiour ſhould 
then come and Command him the quite contrary (as he may 
doubtleſs.) But it may be ſome will ſay, ſo long as he by Read- 
ing onely perſwades himſelf it is Lawf#l.; not neceſſary antece- 
daneguſly/to the Superiours Command, he.is well enough; he 
way firſt Obey the one, then. the other; But how ſhall a Man be. 
able ſo to govern himſelf, as by Readingto ſecure himſelf that. he 
ſhall not convince himſelf the thing is neceſſary? Thus accor- 
ding to this abſurd poſition, we may part with all the praCtical 
part of Scripture, and, as the Popiſh Profelytes uſe to do, burn 
our Bibles, onely excepting ſome -few.Precepts about Obeatence 
to Superjours, inthat will lye the whole Duty of :Man, for what- 
ever lſe:the' Scripture ſaith (unleſs-jn things unlawful, accor- 
ding to the-Law and light of Nature Juſt be expounded with 
a Salvo, | This you mul} not do, ora liriees Command, This 
you muſt; do, unleſs Superiours Command the contrary. If: not all 
Scriptuze,, we would-willingly know- where: theſe Divines. will 
ſet the Liquts.2, Will they ſay..( as indeed they do ) vt 1 onely#} 
things inthe own Nature indifferent ;, this looks like ſomethmg; 
but is indeed nothing : Who ſhall be. Judge of thoſe things whictt 
are ſo? Shall the Inferiours Conſcience, as to his practice; be 
Judge? 'Fhen the, Queſtiog is granted. on.opr fide, | Shall the Sa- 
periovr Judge, for thednferiours.pradice? Then:the Limitation 
ignifieth nothing, . How any will.get.out of this Nogſe,. we can» 
| Mis, bs | | | not 
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not Divine; but enough is ſaid in this caſe, we Conclude it An 
abſurd, unreaſouable, nnſcriptural, Popiſb, Brutijh Aſſertion, for 
any to affirm 1t Lawful, for Chriſtians under any Circumſtances, in 
A4atters of Wor fhip eſpecially, ro Att contrary to what in the pay- 
ticular Fudgment of bus own Conſcience, formed from Arguments 
which to him appear very probable, he Fudgeth ro be Lawfal from 
intrinſecal Nature, affeltions, and adjunits of the Altion Let 
us now ſhortly enquire what inconveniencies our Opinion in this 
caſe is incumbred with, or are charged upon it.. 
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CHAP. V. 


The Grand Objeftion anſwered, This Principle doth not takg away 
all Power from Magiſtrates, xor at all d;ſſolve the Bonds of any. 
due Obedience, The Magiſtrates Power opened, granted, limi- 
ted, he hath no power to. Fudge as to the Inferiours praltsce what 
is, or 15 not indifferent, The ſtrange variety of conformable Wri- 
ters, in ſtating, and determining the Queſtion.” The Reaſonable- 
neſs, and Neceſſity of Indulgence. Dr, Aſtton's late Book ex- 
amined, bis Notion of Perſecutioninquired into, the true No- 
tzon of it. An Introdultion to the next Caſe. 


S. 1, HE Common and Grand, and wethink, the onely 

valuable ObjeQtion againſt this Propoſition, is, That 
this Principle takgth away all power from Superiours, and diſſolves 
all Inferiours Obligations to Obedsence ; and this we hear of often 
evough,. and it were Objaction cnough if it were but half true. 
Butlet us go down into this Field, and ſee whether the Principle 
be ſo guilty,. according to the Cry againſt it, That which they 
Offerin Juſtification of this, is,. **Thet the World « now. grown 
« {o cunning, that there is hardly any thing which can be Comman- 
© ded by Superionrs, but the Wit of. Man will find ont ſome proba- 
« ble. Arguments to prove that-it is unlawful, which if ut be once ſo 
* proved, the Inferiour 1s diſcharged from his Obedience, Again, 
& they ſay,. All things are tither Neceſſary, Lawful, or Unlawful. 
«for things Neceſſary, and unlawful;let Suptriours Command what 
** they pleaſe, the Inferionrs muſt not Omit things neceſſary, = do 
« rbings- 
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< things unlawful. If the Superiour bolds bis Peace, the Inferiour 
« muſt do the former, and forbear the latter ;, ſo as the Superiour 
&« hath onely a proper power as to things indifferent. T ake away this, 
© 2nd youleave him nothing. This 1s the itrength of what we find 
ſaid here and there in more words. 

$. 2, In Anſwer to both which we ſay, 1. That it is moſt cer- 
tain that God hath not ſet up Superiours for Notkings, there is in 
them a Pawer, and a great Power to Command, and Obedience 
to their Commands is a Duty, a great Duty, This is not Diſ- 
| wm betwixt us ; now to open wherein the Power of the Magi- 

rate lyes, we ſay, 1. That the Magiſtrate being as a God to us, 
and God's Vice-gerents, kis firit and great work unqueſtionably 
lyeth in ſeeing that the Commands of God be fulfilled, both his 
Adoral Laws, and his Poſative Laws about Divine Worſhip; and 
this alone ( if his Power wereno more). were not onely a Noble 
Employment, but full, and ſufficient to employ the Head and 
Hands of any Mortal Man in any large Juriſdiction. 

2. Whereas as to the Government of Political Bodies, and 
Matters meerly Circumſtantial concerning the Worſhip of God, 
which are yet neceflary to the upholding of Polities, and the ad- 
miniſtration of Juſtice in them; and without which, ia Matters 
of Religion, the Worſhip of God either could not at all be per- 
formed, or atleaſt, not ſo performed, but that in the Eye of Com- 
mon Senſe and Reaſon it would be Judged by the moſt, diforder- 
ly and indecently performed, Jn theſe things Gods Word hath 
onely generally determined, and the Superiour hath a confeſſed 
Powerin-theſe things ( which even the higheſt Non-Conformiſts 
will grant) tomake particular Laws in theſe things; and indeed 
rightly conſidered, theſe are but Laws in things neceſſary, though 
not Originally, yet upon ſuppoſition of the general Gommands 
of Scripture, Tis one thing to Create Orqer and Decency, ane- 
ther thing to Command that things be done in the Church De- 
cently and 4n Order. The Decency and Order of things. in, Religi- 
on neither mult nor can ariſe but from ebe Law of Nature, the 
Common ſenſe of Chriſtians, and the qr £#ſe and Cuſtom 
of places, Now, the Magiſtrate hath an undoubted Power te 
Command Circum(tantials of Order and Decency, that is, which 
are truly ſo, antecedent to his Command. laihs no Power,and 
proper to him, think we? 425 RE. 3 
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3. Weſay, that if the Superiour Judgeth a'thing thus neceſ- 
ſary in purſuit of the general Rules of Gods Word, if they in- 
dced be ſo, the Infcriour is bound in Conſcience, to do, or to 
omit them, If the Superiour onely Fudgeth them ſo, it is his Duty 
to Command them. If the Inferiour cannot Judge ſo of them, 
if he Judgeth them in their Circumſtances, but ſuch as he may 
co, or Omit, hc is bouris to do them, or omit them ( according 
to the Nature of the Superiours Precept. ) But if the Inferi- 
our Judgeth them unlawful for him to do, though this his: Judg- 
ment be forme but from probable Arguments ( that is, ſach as 
to him ſo appear ) not ſrom indubitably certain Arguments; he 
cannot Obey, but is bound patiently to ſubmit to the penalty im- 
poſed vpon him for Diſobedience, So that theſe Objections are 
perfectly vain, and no incumbrances It all upon our Propoſition. 
$. 3. But we ſay, It is one thing for us to allow/a Power in 
Superiours to determine us, where both we and They agree the 
thing in its own-Nature, and cloathed with ſuch Circumltances, 
of a middle and indifferent Nature; And quite another thing for 
us, ( and that as to the things of God too) and ſuch things, 
where for doing, or not doing, the danger of fin and Eternal 
Damnation lyeth, to make him Our Fxdee what is, and what is 
not 7ndifferent, It is impoſſible any intelligent Soul ſhould allow 
the latter to his Superiour without alſo making him 4 Zudve both 
of Good and Evil. © For Indifferency veing a middle betwixt thoſe 
two extremes, there's no poſſibility of his being a Judge of it 
without alſo determining concerning the extremes. ', And if we 
could allow this, we ſhould as to private Chriſtians uſe ſee little 
need of the Scriptures, for the Superiour muſt Interpret them 

too, or all will come to nothing. | 
S. 4. Nay, wefurther ſay, that there may be ſome ſtreſſes of 
Providence, as to which the being of Polities,and the Preſervation 
of Juſtice lyes at ſtake, where ſome things may be Lawful which 
in Ortinary+Caſes God will not allow. To know ( ſaith our 
Saviour) what David did when he was an hungry, bow he did eat 
the Shew-bread, which was not Lawful for any (in Ordinary 
x Caſes) to eat, but for the Prieſts onely. . It was a Caſe of real 
Neceflity to ſave his Life: It wauld have been a fin, both in Da- 
vid; upon a lighter pretence to have done it, and for the Prieſt 

to have ſuffered it. Y 
'5 S. 5, We 
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S. 5. We have beer the more willing to ſearch this buſineſs to 
the bottom, becauſe of that audacious Liberty, which ſome have 
taken, cither openly to aſſert, or cunningly to infinuate the con- 
trary ; a thing (undoubtcdly) of as il a tendency as can well 
be imagined, leading directly to 4 Blind Obedience, one of the 
Capital Errors of the Church of Rome, and pollibly a more fot- 
tith, and brutiſh Errour, than any other which they have, as 
deveiting Man of his Humane Nature, and thit which is the Mo- 
ther of molt other of their 'abominable Doctrines, any abſurdi- 
ties, as Naturally following that fir:t, as the Thread fol'ows the 
Needle: If it can be ſuppoſed, that there may be a Superiour 
abſurd in his Sentiments or Prattice; which that it may be, we 
need no other Evidence than what the Iafallible Choyce it ſelf hath 
given the wiſer part of the World often enough Evidence of. 

$.6. We have been amazed to Obſerve how tcnderly Modern 
Writers have touched. this Queltion, Mr. Hooker indeed, as. 
we have before ſaid, is peremptory enough againit us, to that 
degree as we find none of his Poſterity in that thing approving his 
ſaying. The Author of the Pulpit Conceprions, Popular decep- 
e:0ns, fairly skips it over, telling us what thould be done by us, 
if we ſcruple our Obedience ; but not a word. what we ſhould: 
do, if we from probable Arguments judge the thing unlawful. 
Freeman ( as we ſhewed before) is peremptory enough beyond. 
all Reaſon or Religion, But another, writing a Book profellcd- 
ly about Tenderneſs of Conſcience, when he comes to Anſwer 
the Zaſe of Doubting, ſpeaks almoſt to every thing elſe, but. 
(prudently ) leaves out this Caſe, Others tell us, that'if the 
thing Commanded be apparently, d-monftratively, indiſputably. 
evil, if it tends: to debauch 4 in our Sentiments concerning the 
God-head, &c, we mult not Obey; but if otherwiſe, either 
they ſay nothing, orelſe tell us we ought to Obey. The Reve- 
rend Biſhop Sanderſon, and Mr, Fulwood, arc the onely two Mo- 
dein Divines that we have met wich, daring to ſtate the Caſe di- 
ſtinAMy, and ſpeaking to it in the Dialect of Proteſtants, But 
others, in their Writings, either ſhew little of Divines, ſtating 
the Caſe falſly, and not ſpeaking ad idew. Or little of Prote- 
ſtants, ſaying that-which no Proteſtant Divines ever durlt ſay be- 
fore them, . ; 

$: 6, And from hence to every conſiderate Reader , will be 

inevitably 
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inevitably concluded the Reaſonableneſs, if not the Neceſſiryof 
an Indulgence from all Superiours, who will think themſelves 
under any Obligation to the Royal Law of Love. For as that 
Law will Oblige them zot to ſuffer ſin in their Inferiours, Lev. 
19. 17. So it will alſo Oblige them not to lay a ſtumbling block. 
before them that are weak, by which they both ſin againſt Chriſt, 
1 Cor. 8.9,10,11,12,13.anddo not walk Charitably, Rom.14.15. 
Nor yet ts make them to ſuffer, becauſe they dare not (in: For to 
Act againit their Conſcience (though but Opining) is fin. For 
all tbis Suffering mult unquettionably be a Suffering for Righte- 
ouſneſs ſake , for to depart from Iniquity is unqueitionably a 
picce of Righteouſneſs, Hence though the Superiour upon the 
firit Account be bound to Oblige his Inferiours by his Civil San- 
ion, todo all that which the Law of God hath made neceſſary 
for them to do, and to forbear what the ſame Law hath forbid- 
den, otherwiſe he ſhould ſuffer ſin upon them: Yet if he thinks 
fir to Command other things in Religion, which ( poſſibly ) him- 
ſelf, and ſome of his Inferiours Judge nor ſinful , and tendent to 
ſome State or Decency, but the want of them makts not the Ser- 
vice endecent or diſorderly, according to any Light or Law of 
Nature, or the general guiſe and Cuſtom of the place z ard ma- 
ny other his Inferiours Judge ſo far from tendency to Order and 
Decency, that they from Arguments, which to them appear ve- 
ry probable, judge them ſinful and unlawful, and ſo capable of 
no ſuch Notion, how he can poſhbly exact an Obedience to any 
ſuch Commands, without | 

I. Either putting his Inferiours upon ſin, and continual diſtur- 
bance of their Conſciences, 

2, Or making them Sufferers, becauſe they dare not ſin againſt 
God; which is (as we ſaid before) a ſpecies ( atleait) of Suf- 
ering for Righteonſneſs-ſakg, We mult confeſs our ſelves (which 
poſſibly is our weakneſs) not Divines ſufficient to underitand , 
and ſhould thank any one that could inform us. Now, betwixt 
theſe there lyeth no Medium, but a Gracious Indulgence, thEve- 
ry Remedy, which His Moſt Excellexe Majeſty hath ſuited to 
this ſore Evil. 

$. 7. And here we would have finiſhed our Diſcourſe, but for 
a late Book, called, The Caſes of Scandal and Perſecution, which 
yer hath ne ſuch depths in it, as to ask us long time to ſound. 
The 
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The Author ſpends one part of his. Book, in perſwading us to be- 
lieve what we know none ever doubted, viz. That zn Caſe the 
thing Commanaed us be by 14 Fudged Lawful ( for that be beggs 
all along ) we ought not ro forbear doing it, becauſe ſome of our 
Brethren would be grieved and teachy as it, provided our doing of 
it laid no ſtumbling-block before them, to give them Occaſion to 
fin againſt God, We would fain know what Non- Conformilt 
ever {at1 tie contrary, Thus Men Exerciſe themſelves in Com- 
bates with fancied Enemies , for really the Doctor hath none in 
this Caſe that ever we.heard of, The Second Part of hi; Book 
comes nearer what we lalt ſaid, and notwith(tanding all he ſaith, 
we do think, Taat it isat lea't a ſaree Caſe (asthey ſay in Law) 
Whether the forcing any to Suffer, becauſe he cannot, or dare not 
Att contrary to the Opinion of his Conſcience, guided by Argu- 
ments, which to him appear probable, be not Perſecuting, To 
paſs by his other impertinencies, allowing him to uſe a very true 
Method to try the iſſue, in fixing the Notion of Perſecution, we 
there joyn Iſſue with him. - | 

F. 8. Inhis 44 p. he tells ns, Perſecution is an Infliiting of 
outward temporal Evils for the Exerciſe of true Religzen, The 
Genus we agree, and think he might have fhortned the Deſcrip- 
tion by leaving out Oztward and Temporal, becauſe no Man can 
Inflict any other Evils upon his Brother, The difference he makes 
to lye in thoſe words [For the Exerciſe of the True Religion. ] 
But why might not our Saviours terms have been taken, for 
Righteouſneſs ſake? Yet if Religion be taken in the larger Noti- 
on of it, for doing «ny part of owr Duty, in which we bounden 
totowards God, we cannot fault the Deſcription; but this De- 
ſcription makes but the Aſajor Propoſition, The A4:ney muſt be 
this, [ But the Outward Temporal Ewils, ] Impriſonments, De- 
privation of Eccleſiaſtical preferments, pecuniary mulits , Shun- 
derings, Revilings, Reproachful ſpeeches. ] Inflifted upon Non- 
Conformiſts are not inflicted upon them, for doing any part of that 
Duty, wherein they are bounden to God, There are very many 
Non- Conformiſts will put the Do&or to prove this, and tell him, 
It isa piece of Righteouſneſs, a part of true Religion, and every 
Mans bounden Duty toward God, not to Alt contrary to what bs 
Conſcience, Gods Vice-gerent, in him,tells bim, and that upon Ar- 
guments which appear very probable to him, is Lawful. = in 
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Matters of Gods Worſhip alſo to do according to what his Con- 
ſcience tells him is the Will of God he ſhould do. And we take 
Notice too of an Excellent paſſage in the Doors Book, p. 45. 
L. ult & penult. 
* That God hath as much Rioht to appoint the way of his Wor- 
& ſhip, as to be Worſhipped. A paſſage we ate ſo much in Love 
with, that it is one of our greateſt Topicks'to prove many things 
Commanded us probably unlawful. Prayer is Worlhip : Pray- 
ing by Forms, or by words formed firſt in our own Hearts, is a 
-way of Worſhip, Now, ſay we, God hath as much vvght to pre- 
ſcribe the way as the Worſhip, and hath done it, As every Man 
bath received the gift, ſaith the Apoſtle, ſo let him Miniſter, 1 Pet. 
4. 10. Praying and Preaching are Worſhip. The doing theſe 
Acts in a peculiar Habit appropriated to theſe Actions, # a way 
of Worſhip: And God ( ſaith the Dottor) hath as much right to 
appoint the way of bis Worſhip, as the Worſhip, The like might 
be ſaid of the other Ceremonies. 

F. 9. But ſuppoſe we allow the Doctors Deſcription of Pey- 
ſecution, The next Queſtion is;how we ſhall know what is True 
Religion ; Who ſhall be the Judge ? Shall the Scriptures? But 
who ſhall Interpret the Scriptures as to a Chriſtians private Pra- 
Ctice? Shall the Superiours ? Then certainly there was never 
any Perſecution in the World : For it were very uncharitable to 
preſume,that any Superiour ſhould puniſh another for the Exer- 
ciſe of what himſelf owned to be the true Religion. We have more 
Charity for Bonner himſelf, Shall the Inferiour be Judge what 
is true Religion? Then I fear the Doctor will be cait; many of 
them will ſay, they are mi/chievouſly, and violemly Proſecuted, 
Impriſoned, Puniſhed, Reviled, for what they Judge the Exer- 
ciſe of the True Relegion. 

F. 10. The upſhot of this Diſcourſe is, that who they be, 
who are truly guilty of Perſecutins, will not be determined till 
the Day of Judgment, when God ſhall determine, which was 
the True Religion; and whether Men truly ran thoſe hazards, 
becauſe they were afraid of ſinning againſt God, In the mean 
time, as to us, heis Perſecuted, who can truly ſay, That he ſuf- 

fers for doing any thing, which he thinks be ſhould ſin againſt God 
sf be did not do; and for forbearing any thing, which he truty 
tkinkg he ſhould ſin againſt God if he ſhould do. And we _—_— 
tnat 
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that thoſe who thus Suffer, though another day they ſhall be ad- 
judged by God to have been in a miſtake, and ſonot Perſecuted, 
yet as to what they have done, will be Judged guilty of no more 
than an Humane Infirmity. 

IS. 11, We have ſo much Charity, as*o believe, that that 
Popiſh Prieſt who ſuſſers according to the Law, for Seducing : If 
he can truly ſay, that he did believe, Gods Word Obliged him 
to do what hedid, may properly enough ſay he is Perſecuted ; 
but we alſo believe, that God will not Judge ſo another day,and 
that the Magpilſtrate doth but his Duty ; becauſe by Gods Law 
none ought to be endured that. entice others to /dolatry, But 
whoſo makes another to Suffer becauſe he durit not fin againſt 
God, Acting contrary to what his Cogſcience judgeth unlawful 
from probable Arguments, we believeFor leſs excuſable, becauſe 
there's no neceſſity upon him to lay any ſuch Commands, and en- 
force them by any ſuch penalties. But there does lye a neceſlity 
of ſuffering in this Caſe upon the Inferiour to avoid inning a- 
gain(t his Conſcience : whether his Conſcience be in the right or 
inthe wrong,will be determined another day. In the mean time 
he ſhould fin, if he ſhould not hearken to it; to avoid which, 
he ſuffers, which is ſo far as he can poſſibly Judge to ſuffer for 
Ridhteouſneſs ſake. After the ſaying of which we think little 
more need be ſaid to the Doctor's Book. 

F. 12. To Conclude' our Diſcourſe upon this Queſtion, we 
have ebſcrvcd in all thoſe almoſt who have wrote for Conformity, 
great inſiſting upon the Authority of former, and preſent Church- 
es, and the Teſtimonies of many Divines, dead, or alive ; ſome of 
which they tell us were 0/4 Non-Conformiſts. And this hath been 
the general Method of all late Writers almoſt, to paſs over gll our, 
and our Fore-Fathers'Arguments,and in Order to make us as odi- 
ous to the World,as they would have us ; to repreſent us as fingu- 
lar,and differing from the Church in all Ages, yea,from our ſelves, 
and our Fore-Fathers,-&c. To what better purpoſe than this, 

theſe in-artificial Arguments.are.uſed we cannot tel}, unleſs thoſe 

tfat bring thenchave alittle tincture of the Feſaires DoFtrine we 
before ſhewed at large; - | 

- That extrinſick. Arguments may make an Aition appear probably 

Lawful; though at the ſame time from intrinſick, Arguments, we 

Fudgers probably unlawful. i”. - | m £8 +5 
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A Pill ſo nauſeous, ſo- brutiſh, as-it is impoſſible we ſhov{d 
ſwallow it, till wehave vomited up our rational Souls. And 'tis 
the more odious to us becauſe it is of. ſuch affinity to the deteſta- 
ble Blind Obedience of the Church of Rowe, But -todefeat theſe 
men of any hopes of prevailing by ſuch Mediums, we willſhortly 
enquire into another Queition, though not the ſame, yet of great 
Cognatien with this which we have now ſo largely diſcuſſed, 
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CHAP. VI. 


Second Queſt, Whether it be Naturally poſſible for any Perſon in 
a Praitical Propoſitioffto judge that part probably Lawful from 
extrinſick Arguments ; the contrary to which he at the ſame 
time Fudgeth probably unlawful from intrinſick, Arguments, 
The Queition opened. The Opinions of Yaſquez, Sanchez. 
The Negative part of the Queſtion maintained, becauſe this is 
contrary to the Principles of a Rational Soul. The Concluſion, 


S. 1, E have had Occaſions once and again to hint the 

V known diſtintion between Speculative and Pra- 
ical Propoſitions: Divines call thoſe Propoſitions Speculative, 
whoſe uſe and advantage is onely terminated in Speculation and 
Knowledge, and from-whence nothing in Practice is Directed, 
They call thoſe Prattical, whoſe end is the guidance and directi- 
on of the Practice. But Specylative Propoſitions mult be again 
diſtinguiſhed into ſuch. 1. Ey0m which no Obligation ariſeth to 
the ExtrGſe of any rational Aft of ours: Such as theſe. That 
there ms ſuch a City as Troy,ſueh aKing of France,as Pipin,&c, 
with a thouſand ſuch like. 2. Such, the Truth of which infer- 
xeth the performance of fame Rational Attion of ours, and ſuch 
as is our Duty towards God, as theſe. Ther the Scriptures are 
the Word of God, That Chriſt ts the Eternally exiſtent Son of Gad. 
But our Queſtion relates to none of theſe, but to ſuch Propdfi- 
tions onely where the Queſtion is,, Whether it be Lawful for me 
to do this or that, or na This is that we mean by a Praftical Pro- 

ofition. 

: & 2, Inour Diſcourſe upon the former Queltion we no ally 
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often hinted, what we mean by Extrisſccal , and Intrinſcal Ar- 
guments. The ſingular Judgment of every intelligent Perſon's ' 
Conſcience is formed from ſome Arguments, drawn cither from 
Principles of Reaſon, or Propoſitions of Scripture. Theſe Ar- 
guments are either from plain /etter of Scripeure, or Principles 
of Reaſon accounted Infallible, which fix the Conſcience. Or e'ſe 
they are drawn from Logical Topicks, an1 called Dialettick Ar- 
guments, Or Probable: For Optimcs Philoſophus nondum naſcitur , 
We ſay, Theſe probable Arguments are again either /ntrinſecal, 
called Artificial Arguments by the Logicians, fetched from the 
Cauſes, Effects, Conſequents, Adjuncts, or other Aﬀections of 
the Subject or predicate in the Queition, 2. Such as are meerly 
Extrinſick, Logicianscall them [n-artificial,becauſe every Dunce 
may bring them, they have no Artat all in them. -Divines call - 
them Exerinſecal, becauſe they are Forreign to the inward parts 
of the Queltion, and the Soul that brings them, Theſe are ſuch 
as are fetched from Authority and Teſtimony of others ; Teſtime- 
nies of Fathers, School-men, former, or Modern. Divines, &c, 
Now, it is demoaſtratively Truth, That it is poſſible, that a ſou] 
ſhould have a great many Arguments appearing to it very proba- 
ble, and ſuch as it cannot Anſwer, and ſcarcely believes that any 
other can, to prove a thing unlawful; and at the ſame time meet 
with many Teſtimonies and ſayings of Fathers, Councils, School- 

men, Caſuiſts, Ancienter, or more Modern Divines, ſpeaking the 

thing Lawful. It is the Caſe of the Non-Conformiſts this day. 

Though they meet not with any Fathers, Councils, 8c. - who 

judge the things Lawful, which they do judge unlawful gz;yet ma- 

ny preſent Divines they do meet with, yet they cannoth* 

Infrinſick, DiateRick Arguments think the things utter? 
ful. 

F. 3. Now, the Queſtion is, irrthis Caſe, what they ſhall do ? 

They donot deny but it1s/their Duty, upon the Teſtimonies of 
S uperiours, and their Commands; or hearing the Judgment of ſo 
many Learned Men of 'another Mind, to examine again their 
own Arguments, and to try them to the utmoſt : But ſuppoſing - 
at laſt (which is the Cafe) the things yet ſeem'to them from very 
probable Argamerits «lawful, what ſhall theydo? They may (fy 
the Fefuires)- 46 ſuch thithgs, or not do rhem$' For this is the Fe- 

ſuites help apainſithe atominable abfurdityvf Ating contrary fo 

an 
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an Opining Conſcience,” They fay,' While it © bat an Opinion, «4 
Alan may Opine beth contradittory parts of the ſame Queſtion; the 
one upon /ntrinſick,the other upon Extrinſick Arguments;and al- 
though (as we thewed before) the Opinion which is formed upon 
Artificialproper gntrinſick Arguments muſt needs be more probable; 
Yet they ſay, a man is not tyced up to megs and minxs inthe Caſe. 
It ts ground enough ( ſay they ) for any man to alt Conſcientionſly, 
if the thing appear, any way probable, he is not bound to att accor- 
ding to that which he judgeth more probable. So that, ſay they, if 
a thing appear probably Lawful, by Extrinſick, Arguments the 
Opinion of ſome Dottors, &c.we may do it, though at the ſame 
time we judge it never ſo unlawful from [ntrinſich, Artificial 
Arguments, fetched from all the Topicks in Logick, and afteti- 
ons of the ſubject, and PrediQate of the Queſtion. 

F. 9. The Caſe is ſo weighty, and this Opinion ſo unmanly, 
and Brutiſh, that it is reaſonable we ſhould bring forth one or two, 
who ſhall vouch for themſelves and their Brethren, that this is 
what they ſay and hold. Let Vaſquez ( a Man of no ſmall repute 
amonglt them) ſpeak firlt, ont of his Diſput. in 124, d/Þ#t. 62. 
Cap. 3.9. 11. 

« Tertio Obſervandum et, eum quibabet aſſenſum unius partis 
« propoſitions, per propria & intrinſeca principia etiamſi aſſenſus 
<«ille tantam ſit probabilts, non poſſe habere aſſenſum alterins pattis 
« dex intrinſeca, & propria primcipia : bene tamen poſſe per extern 
© principia extſtumari oppoſitam partem eſſe probabilem.v.plura ibid, 
& Cap. 40.,R. 15. 

Sanchgz. fings the ſame Song, Op. Moral. !. 1. cap. g. n. 12, 
&« Vitiggafnundamentum eſt ut duas Opiniones ediametro ſibi con- 
« rrad.,” #45 idem intelleitus judicet probabiles, aut eque, aut alte* 
« ram probatiliorem; he ſhews this is according to the Opinion 
of- Azorius and Vaſquez (before quoted.) And then gotth on, 
telling us, that he ſeeth no Reaſon, but the ſame-Underſtanding 
may judge the contradictory parts of the ſame Propoſition both 
probably true, or falſe ; lawful,or unlawful ; and. that Experience 
proves it. But this is ſurely a Note above E/a, and: a Riddle in 
Philoſophy. The Feſ#ites being pinched with that obvious Ar- 
gSument, That then, the ſame Soul, and at the ſame time, and the 
ſame thing may «fſent to conzradittions ; and blow hot/ and cold, 
bleſs and curſe, with the ſame breath; They think to avoid : by 
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t«lling us, that the Underitanding affirmeth neither-part, we won- 
der how it (ſhould Oprze then? | 


S. 10, This isa great po.at in Pepery ( Feſuitiſme eſpecially ) 
and of no ſmall gain-to them, for by this means rt:ey can reſolve 
Caſes as they liit, abſolve Mzos Conſciences as they pleaſe, and 
Interpret the Law of God into a very pleaſing cofi.tency with 
"the Luits, and Paſſions of ail Mzn : If it were admitted for true, 
it would open a wide door for Men to do what they li{ted, with- 
out any check or controul of Conſcienze. There being bur few 
things 4n practice, waich one DoCtor or other,under one Circum- 
ſtance or other, hath not judged Lawful, There are few attions 
but are diſputable, ſaith Mr. Freeman, in his Reaſonableneſs of 
Divine Service, p.33. Andif one or more DoQors affirm it law- 
ful ( ſay the Popiſh Caſuilts) the private Chriſtian may afſ.nt to 
it as probably Lawful, though at the ſame time, from Artificial 
Intrinſick Arguments,formed in his own Breatt, he judgeth it pro- 
bably unlawful. And we wiſh, ſome profeſſing themſelves Pro- 
teſtant Uivines, did not cant after this Tune ( though it may be 
they will not as the Papilts) relt it upon the Opinion of one Do- 
for, but many Learned Men if they did not alittle liager after 
this,we cannot tell what means their conſtant choakingot us,with 
the bare Opinions of others contrary to ours, in which ſurely we 
are no further concerned,thanas quickned by them to re-examine 
our own Intrinſecal Arguments more ſtrictly. 
 £. 11. We muſt declare our ſelves in the Negative of this 
Queſtion, and do affirm, That 5 's Naturally impoſſible for « 
« Rational Soulgn a prattical propoſition, to Fudoe that part from [> 
&« Extrinſecal in-artificial Arguments Probably Lawful; which, at : 
& the ſame time, from Intrinſecal artificial Argumentsy formed in 1: 
& ;ts own Breſt, it judgeth Probably Unlawful; and inthis Judg- 

- ment we are confirmed, | I 

S. 12. Becauſe is is contrary to the innate Principles of a rflſona- i: 
ble Soul. 1, We ſuppoſe .every-one will without difficulty 
grantita Principle of a Reaſonble Soul, To Conclude.nothing but 
from Rations/ Foundations : Reaſon is a Power within us, Diſcour- 
ſing Concluſions from Principles, It acknowledgeth there is a God, 
. that he bath revealed his will in thoſe Books which we call The 
Holy Scriptures, and muſt acknowledge it the' moſt reaſonable 

thing imaginable,that he __— acknowledged irucin _ 
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Hence it concludes many Propoſitions of Faith, upon the bare 
Authority of God revealing them, and exerciſethit ſelf no fur- 
ther, than ro compare Spiritual thengs with Spiritual, Buthaving 
not that Evidence for other things, it maketh.uſe of :nbred Nots- 
075, and from thoſe Principles raifeth Concluſions. Now, let us 
conſider from what Principle it is poſhble, that Reaſon thould in- 
ſer ſuch. a Concluſion as this, 

That us probably Lawful for me to do,which ſuchor ſuch Divines 
( be they more or fewer, more or leſs Learned) think is Lawful; or 
which Superiours / equire (under that Notion)notwithſtanding any 
Artificial, Intrinſick, Arguments which make my own Conſcience 
Fuage it very probably unlawful. 

It muſt be this: Thoſe Dottors, or theſe Superiours, know bet- 
ter than T, Doth Reaſon in a min allow any ſuch concluſion ? 
Modeſty indeed upon ſuch an Account, may make a reaſonable 
Soul Jealous, and Suſpitious, and to iſſue outs Wrzr for a better 
enquiry upon its Arguments, bur it is impoſſible thar it ſhould reſt 
in ſuch a Concluſion to guide its Practice, where the hazard of the 
Eternal Felicity of a Soul is concerned. Reaſon ſpeaketh in the 
Language of Fob to his Friends, Fob 12.3. 1 bave VUnderſtand- 
ing a4 well as you ; and be it what it will, graaually compared with 
all the DoCtors reaſon, it is the Carate of the Lord ſer up in my 
Soul,according to the Light of which 1 maſt walk, Or m the words 
of Elihu, Job 32.8, There # a Spirit in Man, and the Inſpiration 
of the Almighty gives hum Underſtanding. Reaſon ſaith, Bring 
forth your ſtrong arguments, and 7 will =. th them; Or bear myne, 
and do you anſwer me. > BE Ts > TS2-0 

$. 13; Beſides, Reaſon ſaith,” If this were belonging to 'all 
Dodors, or all Superiours, tlat Wiſdow (a5 Fob faithYmaſt dye with 
them; how is it they are not agreedamongſt themſelves? Such,and 
ſuch are on my ſide; if it doth not agree to all Superiours, and-all 
Dolftys, how ſhall | be :#ff6red, that it more agrees tothofe onthe 
adverſe ſide, than to thoſe 61 my fide; to Dit: Yaſqaez mote than 
ole 0. or re RUE 

S: 14, Further(faith Reaſon) donotT know and ſee;tFat there 
are many Dolt-ye4;whoare not Dott;,and that many Learned men 
in all Ages havebeen in FaCtior's? doth not Dr; Vaſquez himſelf 
tell me;in r2. 4iſp. 62; Cap. 4. Tb4t be cart deny but a whole 
rout of Div 5 mayombyace an-Opinion without avy Fa AGUA 
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whom ( ſaith he?) another Dottor of great Authority may bring 5n- 
ro the Schools, an Opinion maturely deliberated ? Vaſquez necd not 
be Credited, if we did not upon Experience find daily,that not one 
of many Doctors examines things, but follows ſome Leader, as 
diligently as Sheep do one another over an Hedge; that many 
either underſtand rot the true Queition, about which they will be 
Writing in this Age,or of choice miſtake it, & writefar more paſ. 
fion than Divinity,or Reaſon,which made Yaſqzez, & ſome others 
of his Brethren deliver their Opinion, That a Learned Man.may 
alt according to his own Opinion, though contrary to the Opinions of 
other Doftors. 
$. 15. Reaſon tells a Man, that Reaſon is not entailed to the 
Relation of a S»periour, or the Degree of 4 Doitor, Anime rati- 
onales ſunt equales in perfeltione Subſtantiali, and Superiority 
or Doctorſhip make no difference. n— teacheth us, that 
improvement by Study, makes nota difterence, as to the Exerciſe 
of Reaſon, between all Superiours and Inferiours ; nor between 
all thoſe who are Dofors and no Dottors. It remaineth there- 
fore, that the particular Reaſon of every Soul mutt ſtand up inde- 
fence of it ſelf , eſpecially in matters of Prattice, as to which 
Eternal Salvation or Damnation ate conterned; ſo as it is not 
Naturally poſſible, that a Reaſonable Soul ſhould from Forreign 
Authority conclude a thing probably Lawful, which from its own 
Rational concluſions it judgeth probably Vnlawfvl. 
F. 16. But further yet, certainly it is repugnant to the connate 
' Principlez of Reaſonable, Souls, ro aſſert contraries, both at the 
ſame t;me to be rrae, .b<cuſe. it is of the Natuge of contraries to 
detroy one another, ' Now, the Underſtanding which' ſhall thus 
aſſert, muſtat the ſame time ſpeak theſe two things, which- are 
manife{t contradictions : This is Lawful. This is not Lawful, 1 
think and Jndge it Lawf#l,becauſe A, B, C,D, &c.ſay ſo. I think 
it Unlawful, becauſe my own Reaſon, comparing things Spiritual 
with Spiritual, or concluding from confeſſed Princip'es, tetls me it 
is ſo, Muitnort this be a very odd Soul, that can' Diſcourſe after 
this rate? Yaſquez was zware of this, and thoughtro avoid it, by 
denying theſe two Propofitions to be Contradittory, viz. 1.This 
is probably Lawf ul.” 2."This is probably utlawful. Bt he deludeth, 
and his fallacy lyes in the word provazly, which in the Queſtion 
ſignifieth nor the 1fetFion of the propoſition, but the Nathie'of 
| | L 2 : 
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8 Whether it be Lawful to AT Contrary 
the Arouments, or Complexion of the Conſcience, The Under. 
ſanding ( let the Jeſuite ſay what he will ) mult ſay,T hs i Law - 
ful, and T bis is anlawful, of the ſame thing, and at the ſame time? 
and theſe are perfect contradictions. The Notion of Probable re” 
ferreth to the Lluderitanding, rot to the Nature of the Opinion , 
and muit in the Queition be Interpreted by Opinor,or Credo, or 
ſome ſuch like word ; not by probais poreſt ( which is the Jcſuites 
cheat) that is, ſomething may be ſaid, in Argument to prove this 
thing Lawful, and ſon-ething may aiſo be ſaid to prove it unlawful. 
Theie two Propoliticn; are not indecd Contradictions;but to lay, 
T think. this Lawful, and at the ſame time to ſay, [/ alſo think this 
# unlawful, Can be no Language of any Mans Soul, till the Phi- 
liſtines have got 1t,and put outits Eyes,on purpoſe to make them- 

ſelves ſport w1:? it, 

S. 11, Firaliy, [- #t not the Principle of a Reaſonable Soul, to 
embrace that which it Fudgeth beſt, - enher upon the Account 4 
Truth or Righteouſneſs ? Now, where buth parts of a Propoki- 
tion appear but probable, 3, e. Such as ſomething in Argument 
may be ſaid for cither ; but one (in appearance to the particular 
Scul) far more probable,both as to Truth .nd R:ighteouſneſs,than 
the other, Is it not cogtrary to its principles to own aad embrace 
that which it Judgethleſs true in it ſelf, and conſequently, leſs 
Righteous to be done? even the Popiſh School-men and Caſuiſts 
will confeſs our own Opinion to be more probable, though in- 
deed they moſt abſurdly ſay, That.a man is not bound to follow 
that which probably is more True and Righteous, ( ſo great a 
Power hath Corrupt Intereſt) we conclude therefore, | 

« That it being Naturally impoſſible for a Reaſonable Soul to att 
&« Reaſonably contrary toNaturally Rational Principles,it ts alſo ua- 
< rarally impoſſible for it to Fudge at the ſame time, the ſame thing, 
« probably Lawful, from in-artificial and Extrinſick, Arguments, 
* which it ZFudgeth probably , and more probably. unlawful from 
& Artificial intrinſick, Arguments. T 

S. 12. By this time, we hope we have gained one Poſt ( and 
that not inconfiderable)which we doubt not to make good againſt 
all the Attaques of Popiſh, or Proteſtant Divines, but ſuch as are 
onely made from their Bstter words, which wound onely ( by re- 
coiling )- the malitious hearts of thoſe that cait them : We have 
ſhewen that there is (as 7ob ſaith). « Spirit. 5n every an, end the 
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Almighty hath given to every one, 4 peculiar praftick Underſtan” 
ding, which mu t to him be Gods Interpreter, and the proximate 
Rule and Guide of all his Attions; which particular Conſcience 
acknowledgeth God onely os its imrediate Superiour, and where 
the Erernal welſare of the ſol is concerned in the At'on, can 
neither bow down to the New Eretted Jdol of the Pablick Con- 
ſeience, and much leſs, to the private Conſcrences and 7udgments 
of any, to do things which they Judge Lawful, meerly tecauſe 
They ſay they are Lawful,and fo will the PraCtice of themas law- 
ful, becauſe their Superiours, or ſuch DotFors ſay ſo; when as it 


judgeth the thing wicked and unlawful, from Arguments, which 


though it cannot call Demonitrative, and indubitable, yt it ſelf 
cannot Anſwer, nor ſec Anſwered by any other, ſo as it can ac- 
quieſce in the Anſwer as ſufficient, and therefore ſeem to it very 
probably concludingthe thing unlawful. We have ( as we hope ). 
alſo gained this. That it ts Naturally impoſſible for a reaſonable 
Soul, at the ſame time, to Fudge the ſame thing Lawful, from in- 
artificial extrinſick, Arguments ; which from intrinſick, Arguments 
formed within it (elf, or accepted by it, though formed by others, 
it Fud-eth probably unlawful. 

S. 13. It is therefore the buſineſs of thoſe who think themſelves 
conc:racd to make all- the World in Practice uniform, even toa 
Letter and a Syllable, and a rite, and poſture,not to tell them,thar 
in caſe the thing be diſputable, or doubrful, or not apparently and 
demonſtratively evil, it is their Duty if Commanded, to do it. For 
this we hive ſhewed to be the very Fonndation of Popery, and a 
perfect Innovation in Proteſtant Doftrine,and:can be no other than 
x Blind Obedience. Bat ( as we? ſaid before) they will be conc:r- 
ned to call to Diſſenters for their Arguments, upon the probabi-. 
lity of which torhem, the things required ſeem to them «xlawful; 
and (if they-c1n) ro de troy that appearance which they have of- 
probability, which done,they will attain their end,and-not before. 


S. 14. The things are many which are required of us,in Order: 
to.our having a ſtation in the publick Miniitry of England:, lome- 


of which are queſtioned by ſome, others of them-by- others, in; 
fhort, from them theſe Quz:itions ariſe. | 
1. Whether the Non-Conformiſts. have not- probable Arguments: 


to induce their Conſeiences to judge it unlawfu! to per form their. Mi-- 


niſter;al Office in publick, Prayer, by the preſcribed. f.rms, of athex 
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80 Whether it be lawful to a contrary 
2. Woeether they bave not probable Arguments to judge it unluw- 
ful,to Miniſter before the Lordin a Surplis, or any Habit peculiar- 
ly appropriated to the Worſhip of Godzto ſegn with the ſignof the croſs 
12 Baptiſm;and to Kneel in the Alt of Receiving the Lords Supper. 

3. Whether thoſe of them who have been ſolemnly ſer apart to the 
Aliniſtry by Faſting and Prayer, and laying on of hands of a Pres- 

"bytery, can without ſin, ſubmit to a re-ordination by Biſhops, and 
there be not, at leaſt, very probable Arguments to the contrary, 

4. Whether they bave not probable Arguments to induce them to 
judge it unlawful for them to ſubſcribe,T hat the Oath,commonly cal- 
led, The Solemn League and Covenant, obligeth neither them nor 
any others, and that it is int ſelf an unlawful Oath, 

5. Whether they bave not probable Arguments to induce them to 
judge it unlawful for them to declare and ſubſcribe, That they do 
aſſent and conſent to all andevery thing, or to the uſe of all and 
every thing contained in the Common- Prayer. 

6. Whetber they have not probable Arguments to iwduce them to 
juage it unlawful for them to ſubſcribe the Second and Third Ar- 
ticle in the 36 Canon, 

7. Whether they have not probable Arguments to induce them to 
judge it unlawful to take the Oath, Ordinarily called, the Oath of 
Canonical Obedience, . 

Thoſe who know any thing of the State of Eccleſiaſtical aff airs 
in England this day, know, that thoſe who will conform, mult do 
all theſe things; and the Non-Conformitſts are ſo far from judging 
all theſe things Lawful, that they think they have very probable 
Arguments, why (many of them at leait) cannot judge any- one 
of them Lawful; and while they ſo judge, a& they cannot contra- 
ry to the Opinion of their own Conſciences, as we have before 
proved. 

S. 15. Neither do they deſire to talk of Arguments onely in 
Juſtification of their own Swullenneſs, or Peeviſhneſs, as they are 
maliciouſly repreſented by.ſome Modern Doctors ( far better at 
Reviling than Difputing. ) Tacir Arguments, in the firſt Caſe, 
are many of them in Print, as in Mr, Cotton's Diſcourſe againſt 
Set-forms ( many years ſince Printed,but that we know of, never 
Anſwered) as alſoin Mr, Calderwood's Altare Daniaſ. never 
fnfwered neither, and in divers other Books, In the Second 


/  Gaſe, their Argumentsnever yet Anſwered, axe to be found, In 
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to an Opining Conſcience. 
Mr, Bradſhaw's Diſcourſes about things Indifferent, and abour Worſhip and Cere- 
monies.InDr. Ames his Iriſh Suir againſt the Ceremonies. Ii. Mr.Calderwood's Altare 
Damaſceum.In Mr.Gilleſpre*s Dilp.agaioſt che Engl ſh Ceremonies.Upon the 32. 
Caſe,divers ofthetr Arguments are in R.A.his"Lert-r to a Friend, Printed 1661.. 
And The Serious Review of Presbyters Ordination by oh Printed about the 
ſame rime; and 1n all the other Cafes, Our Brethren know, that Argumenes 
are in Print ro prove them anlawful, which never yer received any Anſwer. 
Beſides, as there is a variety of Hdiums, the ſame ſute nor every Fancy,nor 
are all produced, and che work of them who ſhoul4 undertake ro ſhew the 
Arguments of all nor probable, would be almoſt infinice. 

Se#. 16. What ſhall be done in this Caſe by thoſe Superiours who will be- 
lieve thernſelves,as well as cheir Toferiours, obliged, according to the Apoſtles 
Precept, To Walk Charitably, nor laying a ftumbling-block before others, nor 
doing, as much as in them lyerh, co deſtroy poor Souls, for whom Chriſt 
dyed. We ſay, what can ve done by ſuch Supertours in theſe Caſes ? unleſs 
this: Either that in the things of God, they be very tender, and enjoyn no 
ſuch things, as any confiderable Number of cheir Inferiours thus Judge un- 
lawful, (ar leaſt, if they Judge chem nor by God Commanded to be done, or 
to be avoided,) Or if they Judge it expedicnt ro Command ſome other things 
for Splendor, or ( as they Judge ) Decency,which the Inferiours cannot judge 
Lawful; Indulze them, who ſo.cannor Judge of them, as themſelves do, buc 
verily believing :h:m,from Arguments which appear to them probable, un- 
Liwful for them to doz which is our preſent Caſe. For whiles the Superi- 
our im ſuch things as cheſe, infiſterh upon his Authority, he unavoidably for- + 
cerh them to ſin againſt God, who ſo Fad ge them unlawful, yer chrough ſome 
Fear, or our of fome Temptation of want, or the like, Will adventure to do 
them. Now, no Soul can Juſtifie it ſelf before God, in Commanding atiq- 
ther to do what he knows would be fin to him, unleſs ict would alfo be fin in 
him, not ro Command or force him. And for others who dare A&, he for- 
cerh them to ſuffer, in which Caſe, becauſe (their Conſciences ſo Judging of 
the things) they ſhoutd ſin in doing of chem, they muſt ſuffer ro avoid ſir- 
ning, which we are ſure is, ( in one ſence at leaſt ) to ſuffer for Righteouſneſs 
ſake ; and for what they Judge (to uſe Dr, Aſhton's phraſe ) the Exerciſe of 
the True Religion; and all Sober Perſons will (© judge in the firſt ſenoe: and 
whether it he ſo or no, The great day of the Lord muft Evidence. Both which 
certainly are Rocks, which all Superiours oughr co avoid, andall Wiſe Ma- 
fters, and Maſters Mates, in the great Ships of Kingdoms , and Common- 
wealths will avoid, though ſome lets adviſed Boat-ſwarns, paſſionate Chaplaing, 
or ignorant Mariners in thoſe Ships, may clamour, to take rhe Advantage of 
the Wind of Paſſin and Revenge, which blows (they think ) in theſe Caſes 
fair for the Advantage of their private Lucre, bur muſt certainly drive them, 
ceicher upon th's Scy{la, or that Charibdis. Every confiderate Superiour will 
Judge the price of Souls purchaſed with the Blood of him who was the Son 
of God, at another rate. I dif the pur judgeth che things which 
he Commandeth, in their by - c Ny and whac it is the Will of 
God ( antecedanzous to his Commend ) thar all Men ſhonld do, whether in- 
deed they be ſo or no. Heis alſotyed ro the Peace of his own Conſctence;' he 
is Gods Vice-gerent, he muſt Command, and inforce them ; and the doing of 
what is plain ro him,.ro be the great Creators Will, in his place ER, 
rended before the danger of any Creatures Sculs; and thi afone C —= 
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= the Supcciours Conſcicrice is fixed inan Error ) neceſarily caulech a Perſe- 
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Sef.17. This appearcth to us ſo clear,borh from Scriprure.and the Concur- 

' rent Judgment of all Proteſtant Divines, for a Mans nt Ating contrary to the 

Opinzon of bis. awn Conſcience ; that we cannot be (o Charicable, bar we-muſt 

think, thar.thoſe Divines who indeed are Proteſtants , and are for the up- 

holding theft impoſitions, and againit any Indulgence to thoſe rhar diſſent becauſe 

B of them, and are Authors ro Magittrares, ro inforce the things by Penalties; 

arc &y/[oxg]axgi]or Condemned by their own Conſciences. For they cannor 

1 bur know, thar che Diſſenters.chus Opining, muſt fin, ſhould chey do the things : 

CE: - and if they Suffer, they muſt Suffer that they might avoid finning. And for 

| the Interprecation of that, ©** What ir is for a Superiour, not. contrained jn 

* his own Coffſcience from the expreſs revealed Will of God, to make his 

< Inferiqurs Suffer, becauſe they will nor do whar they cannot do, withonr 

* rubning the hazard of :'1eir Souls by wilful finning: We ſhall onelyſay, Let 

the Tnrerprecation be to them rhat hate our King, and to the Encmics of ati 
Engliſh Nobilicy or Gentry. 

Se#. 18. To Conclude then, this we Judge enough ro demonſtrate 
the exceeding Reaſonableneſi, and great Religion of a Gracious Liberty; ro 
which His moſt Sacred Majcſty hath Declared his Willingneſs, and the Per- 
ſeBing of which hath once and again been under the Deliberation of the High 


F.. and Honourable Aſſembly of Parliament: as to thoſe, whoſe Suffering by ic is 
þ- obviated, becauſe they cannot do what they Charitably believe their Superi- 
by ours would not have willed them to do, had they not Judged chem in them- 


ſelves Lawful ; Bur yer themſelves will not fay are neceſſary ( otherwiſe 
than as they are pleaded robe ſo made by their Command ) but they who 
are their Inferiours, do boni fide and ex animo, Judge them Unlawful; and 
char from Arguments, which they will not call neceſſary, indubitable, and de- 
monſtrative ( for they confeſs themſelves not Infallible ) buc which appear to 
rhem very highly probable, ſuch as they cannot Anſwer, nor find Anſwered 
by others, {o.as to give them any SacisfaCtion. 
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